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KEEPING AN EYE ON WA’s JUDICIARY 


& think of Brendon O’Connell’s 3-year prison sentence for upsetting a young Jew! 


JUDGE ACQUITS BARRISTER RAYNEY OF WIFE'S MURDER 


It's the murder trial that has transfixed Western 
Australia. Last week prominent Perth lawyer Lloyd 
Rayney was found not guilty of the murder or 
manslaughter of his wife Corryn Rayney, a Supreme 
Court registrar, in 2007. In an unusual move, the 
murder trial was heard by a judge alone, rather than by 
a judge and jury, due to the intense media attention 
coming in part from the Rayneys' deep connection with 


the Perth legal profession. 


Image: Lloyd Rainey arrives at the Supreme Court of 
Western Australia to hear his verdict (Jane Norman; 
ABC) 
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Damien Carrick: Welcome to the Law Report, Damien 
Carrick with you. Today, the murder trial that 
transfixed WA. Last week, prominent Perth lawyer Lloyd 
Rayney was found not guilty of the murder of his wife 
Corryn Rayney. Here is Lloyd Rayney speaking on the 
steps of the court, following his acquittal. 


Lloyd Rayney: Despite the best-funded investigation, 
despite unlimited, apparently, resources at the disposal 
of those people investigating, this is still unsolved, and 
that’s an extremely hard thing for my family to accept. 

Damien Carrick: The murder investigation attracted 
so much attention that Lloyd Rayney convinced the 
court to have his trial heard by judge alone rather than 
by a judge and jury. Lloyd Rayney successfully argued 
that the unprecedented publicity made it impossible to 
find an impartial jury. Jo Menagh is a Perth-based 
reporter with ABC TV and radio. She’s covered this 
extraordinary trial from the beginning, which was 
presided over by Judge Brian Martin. 

Jo Menagh: He found Lloyd Rayney not guilty of the 
murder of his wife Corryn and also not guilty of the 
alternative charge of manslaughter of Corryn Rayney, 
so he was acquitted of everything. The judge found that 
really the state hadn’t proved its case beyond a 
reasonable doubt, and he even went further to say that 
the state’s case was beset by improbabilities and 
uncertainties and that parts of it was speculation 
without any foundation in evidence. So it was a fairly 
unequivocal acquittal of Lloyd Rayney on all of these 
charges. 

Damien Carrick: Now, tell me about this extraordinary 
case. This extraordinary couple, Lloyd Patrick Rayney 
and Corryn Rayney, they were both prominent figures 
in Perth’s legal community. 

Jo Menagh: That’s right, they were very successful 
people. Lloyd Rayney was a former senior prosecutor 
with the Director of Public Prosecutions here in WA. In 
fact, he reached the position of being the Deputy 
Director of Public Prosecutions. He went to the bar in 
about 2003 or so and he was a very successful 
barrister; represented some of the high profile cases 
here in WA. His wife Corryn was a Supreme Court 
registrar, which is really, you know, the equivalent of a 
Supreme Court judge, so both were very...very 
successful people, and as you say, very prominent in 
WA’s legal profession. 

Damien Carrick: And because his trial involved a 
deceased and an accused in that legal community, a lot 
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of the participants in the trial had to be brought in from other 
jurisdictions. 

Jo Menagh: That's right. The judge, Justice Brian Martin, the 
former chief justice of the Northern Territory was brought in to 
preside over the case, because of course Corryn Rayney 
worked at the Supreme Court with the other judges who 
might’ve been appointed to hear this case, so Justice Brian 
Martin had to be brought in to preside over the case, but also 
the case had to be handled by and dealt with by the New 
South Wales director of public prosecutions because of Lloyd 
Rayney working at the DPP for many, many years before. So 
the case was actually taken out of the hands of the WA office 
of the DPP and handled by the New South Wales office, and 
John Agius, a prominent Sydney silk was brought over to 
prosecute the case. 

Damien Carrick: Now, we’re going to talk about the facts of 
the case in a moment, but what sort of media attention did 
this murder investigation and this trial attract in Perth? 

Jo Menagh: Well, I’ve been a journalist for about 20 years 
and I’ve probably never seen anything like it. I mean, it was 
right from the get go when Corryn Rayney disappeared on 
August 7th 2007. Because she was, I guess, a member of 
WA's judiciary, the attention then became very intense, 
because of the job she did, and perhaps a suggestion that, you 
know, someone had tried to kill her or get rid of her because 
of a disgruntled decision she’d made, and certainly because 
also Lloyd Rayney was that successful, prominent barrister. 
So, right from the beginning it had intense, intense media 
interest in it. 

Now she...her body wasn’t found until eight days after she 
disappeared, and it was found in Kings Park in central Perth, 
which, I mean, very rarely do you find bodies being buried in 
Kings Park, but there was a quirk about that, about how it was 
found, because the person who buried her in that grave site 
had driven over a bollard at the grave sight and had damaged 
the car, so the car was only able to drive a few kilometres 
away and it was dumped in a nearby suburb. It sat there for 
eight days until someone realised that that was Corryn 
Rayney’s car, and then what led police to her grave was the 
trail of oil from that damaged car. So if the person who buried 
her had never driven over that bollard her body might never 
have been found, because we don’t know where her car 
would’ve been left, so that was a quirk of fate again that made 
it incredibly interesting. 

Also, a name card with Lloyd Rayney’s name on it was found 
in the vicinity of the grave site, and that was from a chambers 
dinner; he worked out of one of the chambers here, that was 
where he had his practice, and that was found near the grave 
site, which again added another layer to this whole interesting 
story. Now, in the end the judge found that, you know, that 
place card was probably just a quirk; you know, a lot of 
strange things can happen in cases and they have quite 
innocent explanations, and that’s how he described that place 
card. He said it didn’t really have any bearing on whether the 
state’s case to prove that Lloyd Rayney murdered his wife. He 
just said that it probably had an innocent explanation. 

Damien Carrick: Let’s go back to the prosecution case. What 
was the prosecution case in terms of the motive of Lloyd 
Rayney to kill his wife? What were they alleging? 

Jo Menagh: Well, there was evidence that the marriage had 
broken down, irretrievably broken down, and that there was 
some animosity between the two. I mean, we heard evidence 
that Corryn Rayney would send emails to all her family and 
friends, phone her family and friends and...and really talk 
about how she wanted to get Lloyd out of the house; she 


wanted him out, she wanted to take possession of the house, 
she wanted to live in that house with the couple’s two 
daughters. So the motive was that he wanted to get rid of her. 
There was evidence also that she had threatened to ruin his 
career as a successful barrister because he was a gambler. 
There was also evidence of an affair that he’d had, and she...in 
certain emails and to statements to family and friends, it said 
that she was going to make this public and ruin him, and she 
wanted from him some financial information which she said 
that she wasn’t getting from him, and that included 
information about work he’d done for Gina Rinehart’s Hancock 
Prospecting. Several hundreds of thousands of dollars he 
received, and the suggestion was that he was hiding those 
payments, but the motive was that he wanted to get rid of her 
because she was going to bring him down, I guess, was the 
motive, the basic motive that the prosecution said. 

Damien Carrick: And because, of course, we’re talking about 
an acrimonious dissolving marriage, even though they’re still 
living under the same roof, in separate bedrooms. There was 
evidence that he had actually tapped his wife’s phone. 

Jo Menagh: That’s right. Certainly he involved a third person 
in this, he got a technological expert, if you like, who came in 
and installed a device that would monitor the home phone of 
the...at the Rayney home, and prosecutors said that’s because 
he wanted to find out, you know, exactly what Corryn Rayney 
was doing, what she was up to. And they also said that, you 
know, because he knew what she was saying to family and 
friends about bringing him down, if you like, and taking him to 
the cleaners and describing him as a snake, that’s why they 
said the motivation for him was that he knew that he had to 
get rid of Corryn Rayney; he had to kill her. I think he argues 
that it wasn’t an illegal bugging, certainly that was what was 
put to the man who helped him, by the defence counsel, was 
said that Lloyd Rayney made it plain that he wasn’t to do 
anything illegal, so I think Lloyd Rayney would maintain that 
he didn’t do anything illegal, but he is still facing a charge over 
that...over this allegation, and that will have to go before a 
jury at some point, because it’s a Commonwealth charge, but 
a date hasn’t yet been set for that trial. 

Damien Carrick: Now, what was the prosecution case as to 
the sequence of events on the night of the 7th of August 
2007? 

Jo Menagh: Well, it centred on that the couple had agreed to 
meet. Corryn Rayney had told family and friends that Lloyd 
Rayney had finally agreed to meet her and hand over the 
financial information that she’d been waiting for, so she went 
to a boot scooting class every Tuesday night, so that was 
where she was last seen alive. She went to a boot scooting 
class in a nearby suburb, prosecution then says she drove 
home, and that when she arrived home she was suddenly 
attacked by Lloyd Rayney who either rendered her 
unconscious then or killed her. What they alleged was that he 
then hid her body somewhere, because the younger daughter, 
who was only ten at the time was asleep upstairs. The other 
daughter, Caitlyn, was at I think it was a Gwen Stefani concert 
and was going to be brought home by friends. So in that 
window of about an hour he’s hidden Corryn Rayney’s body, 
hidden her car as well, taken that somewhere else, come 
back, then Caitlin Rayney has been dropped off by the people 
who took her to the concert, he asked those people in for a 
drink, then they’ve stayed up doing some homework, he 
stayed up doing some homework with Caitlin, she asked where 
her mother was and they just said, ‘Oh, she hasn’t come home 
yet’, and then they say that then after Caitlin went to bed it 
was alleged that Lloyd Rayney then went and got his wife’s 
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body, put it into her car, drove it to Kings Park, buried the 
body and then of course he’s driven over the bollard and the 
car is damaged, so he has to dump the car in the nearby 
street, then he walked home, probably a journey of about 90 
minutes or an hour or so, going over the Narrows Bridge in 
Perth, walked home, probably estimated that he got home 
about 4 am, then he was up again at about 7:30 am to wake 
his daughters who he took to school and then he arrived at his 
chambers about eight o’clock and had a meeting with the 
senior police officer who he was representing at the Corruption 
and Crime Commission. 

That was the scenario that was put, and in the end the judge 
found that really...that lacked logic, because, you know, to 
think that someone could’ve done that, been up all night, if 
you like, digging a grave, killing someone and then appear, 
have the demeanour... Nobody noticed anything unusual 
about him the next morning, the judge found that that just 
lacked logic and that he didn’t...found that that scenario stood 
up. 

Damien Carrick: The judge also found that there were some 
very serious flaws in the prosecution case. He referred to the 
physical size and the physical condition of both the accused 
and the deceased. What was he talking about there? 

Jo Menagh: Well, Corryn Rayney was 11 kg heavier than her 
husband, and from the evidence that we heard in court she 
was a very feisty woman as well, and that some of the friends 
said that if anybody was ever going to be involved in an 
altercation or if there was an altercation between the two that 
Lloyd Rayney would've been the worst off. He is a very slight 
man, he’s quite short, I think about 170 cm or so, and she 
was about the same height but eleven kilos heavier, and 
he...there was also evidence that Lloyd Rayney had a very, 
very bad back and that he couldn’t lift heavy weights or 
couldn’t...simply wouldn't have been able to have dragged his 
wife’s body into the car and dragged it through Kings Park and 
dragged it into a grave, so the physicality of the two was...it 
was a very important factor in the trial, and as you say, an 
important factor in the judge’s decision to acquit Mr Rayney. 
Damien Carrick: And then there was a question of his 
demeanour throughout the course of this evening, his 
daughter being dropped home, the person dropping her off 
seeing him, his demeanour the following day... There was no 
evidence that would suggest that he’d just been involved in 
this exhausting and stressful murder. 

Jo Menagh: That's right, no signs of any...like, blisters on his 
hands, he didn’t appear dishevelled in any way, he just 
appeared his normal, usual self, and that next day he just 
appeared, everyone—lawyers and the police officer he was 
representing—just said he appeared totally as normal; there 
was no sign to suggest that he’d been up all night digging 
graves. His demeanour changed, however, they said, when 
about 11 o’clock in that morning he got a call from the 
Supreme Court to say his wife hadn’t come to work and did he 
know where she was, and that’s when his demeanour 
changed. It was very unusual for her not to come to work, and 
he realised something was wrong, and that’s when we heard 
that his demeanour changed, but certainly before that there 
was no sign to support the prosecution’s contention that he’d 
done this. 

Damien Carrick: So Jo Menagh, what did the judge find as to 
where and how Corryn Rayney died? 

Jo Menagh: Well, he found that she actually took her last 
breaths at Kings Park where she was buried, which again 
tended to undermine the state’s case, because they 


maintained that she was killed at the home. Now, he said it 
was likely that she was attacked at the home, but... 

Damien Carrick: And rendered unconscious? 

Jo Menagh: And rendered unconscious, that’s right, but he 
found that it was...it...because of swabs taken from her nasal 
passages which indicated that there was pollen from Kings 
Park, that tended to suggest, or did suggest, that she took her 
last breaths in Kings Park and that she either died before she 
was buried or she was still alive when she was buried and 
suffocated when the sand was put on top of her. So that, as I 
say, tended to undermine the state’s case, because their case 
was that she was murdered at the home, so to find that she 
took her last breaths at Kings Park was another problem that 
the state had. 

Damien Carrick: And the idea that Lloyd Rayney would have 
rendered her unconscious, left her at the side of the house 
while he waited for his daughter to come back from the 
concert, and it was quite possible that she could’ve maybe 
recovered consciousness during that scenario, as laid out by 
the prosecution..the judge felt that that was pretty 
implausible. 

Jo Menagh: Yes, that’s right, he couldn’t find that the 
evidence supported that at all. As he said, the state’s case in 
the end was beset by improbabilities and uncertainties, and 
that’s probably an example of that. 

Damien Carrick: What did the judge have to say about the 
truthfulness or otherwise of the accused, Lloyd Rayney? 

Jo Menagh: Well, he did say that he had engaged in some 
discreditable conduct, and as you say that included the phone 
tapping, but there was also evidence about some lies that the 
prosecution said he told after his wife’s disappearance and 
death. He told a barrister friend that he’d driven his wife’s car 
to the chambers dinner from where the place card came, and 
the evidence was in fact that he drove his other car, which 
was a late model car that was not at all like his wife’s car. The 
police alleged also that he told them after his wife had 
disappeared that he couldn’t provide them with information 
about the alarm system at the Rayney home because it was 
broken, and police and prosecution said that was a lie that 
showed a consciousness of guilt, if you like. But what the 
judge...while he did, as I say, find that Lloyd Rayney had 
engaged in some discreditable conduct, he did say that those 
sorts of lies that he told, which the prosecution said was 
indicative of consciousness of guilt, he said that that could also 
be consistent with an innocent man who’s found himself in a 
terrible traumatic situation where his wife has disappeared and 
where he is the subject of intense media. So he did say that it 
could also be seen as being conduct that was consistent with 
an innocent man. 

Damien Carrick: Of course the standard of proof here is 
proof beyond reasonable doubt. I mean, that’s at the heart of 
a criminal trial, isn’t it? 

Jo Menagh: Exactly right, and the judge said, you know, 
there was a lot of suspicious conduct by Mr Rayney, 
discreditable conduct by Mr Rayney, but in the end that does 
not prove guilt. He said it falls well short of the standard of 
proof beyond reasonable doubt, which is of course as you 
know, the cornerstone of the justice system. 

Damien Carrick: Jo Menagh, where to from here? Can the 
prosecution appeal the decision, and if so on what grounds? 
Jo Menagh: Yes, they can lodge an appeal against it. They 
have 21 days to do that. They would have to find that the 
judge made an error of law somewhere, and not being a jury 
trial, they have before them the judge’s reasoning, why he’s 
reached this verdict; they have everything before them, so 
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they can go through it with a fine-tooth comb and see if he 
has made any errors of law. They’ve got 21 days to do that. 
Having said that, the judgment is fairly...I mean, he does say 
at the end that the state case fell well short of proof beyond 
reasonable doubt, but that is of course for the state to 
consider. As I’ve said before, Mr Rayney also has a charge of 
bugging his wife’s phone. That’s a Commonwealth charge, and 
because it’s a Commonwealth charge has to go before a jury; 
it can’t be a judge alone trial. And then of course there’s also 
the multi-million dollar defamation action that he started back 
in 2008, and that stemmed from a senior police officer in a 
news conference six weeks after Corryn Rayney’s death 
describing Mr Rayney as the prime and only suspect in his 
wife’s murder, and there was evidence at his trial that from 
then on basically the phone at his chambers stopped ringing 
overnight, so he...that...if he goes ahead with that action and 
if he wins he’s facing a substantial payout, because as a 
successful barrister he would’ve been earning quite a lot of 
money, and when the phone stopped and his...he says his 
career was ruined, his reputation was ruined, so if that goes 
ahead and he wins he probably would receive a substantial 
payout. 

Damien Carrick: Coming back to the murder trial, what did 
Judge Brian Martin have to say about the police investigation 
and their attitudes towards Mr Rayney? 

Jo Menagh: He said that some of their conduct...it ranged 
from inappropriate to reprehensible. I guess that stemmed 
from...we heard the whole issue of that senior officer naming 
Mr Rayney as the prime suspect was raised, and I guess he 
did say that that was inappropriate, so...and certainly the 
whole defence case, or a lot of the defence case, was based on 
the inappropriateness of the police investigation. Having said 
that, while Justice Martin did find that some behaviour was 
inappropriate and reprehensible he also didn’t support the 
theory that other lines of inquiry weren’t properly investigated. 
He said that he was satisfied that all lines of inquiry were 
investigated by the police. So...but, it certainly...a lot of...does 
raise a lot of questions for the police and you know, there’s 
calls now for an independent inquiry to examine the 
investigation into Corryn Rayney’s death. 

Damien Carrick: Jo Menagh, finally, Judge Brian Martin as he 
delivered his verdict acknowledged that this is of course a 
family trying to deal with grief. What comments did he make 
and why were they so unusual? 

Jo Menagh: He singled out Corryn Rayney’s father, Ernest Da 
Silva, who as soon as he was able to he gave...he was the 
very first witness in the trial, and from then on he sat through 
every day of the trial, came every day. He singled him out and 
Brian Martin actually became emotional as he did it, and he 
said that Ernest Da Silva had conducted himself impeccably 
and with dignity throughout the trial, and Brian Martin fought 
back tears as he said to him, ‘And for that I thank you.’ It was 
a very emotional moment in the trial, and it’s significant also 
because Corryn Rayney’s family is now split, because Ernest 
Da Silva, her father, and her sister Sharon Coutinho and all 
her family have been very supportive of the police and the 
prosecutors who investigated this case, and they would come 
to court every day accompanied by the detectives. And that of 
course has caused a split now, because Lloyd Rayney and his 
two daughters are on the opposite side, of course, because 
they claim that they have been treated incredibly badly by 
police. So there is this very sad split in the family now 
where...and there was evidence of that; the two sides don’t 
see each other; the two Rayney daughters don’t see their 
grandfather at all. Justice Martin acknowledged that 


those...some people would be distressed with his judgment, 
but as I said, he singled out Ernest Da Silva and certainly 
thanked him for what he said was his impeccable conduct. 
Damien Carrick: Perth-based ABC reporter Jo Menagh. I’m 
Damien Carrick and this is the Law Reporton ABC Radio 
National, Radio Australia and ABC News Radio. You can find 
today’s story and more online at abc.net.au/radionational and 
from there follow the links through to the Law Report page. 
There you can also find downloadable audio and transcripts 
and you can also continue the conversation on Twitter, by 
tweeting @lawreportrn. 

As we've been hearing, the Lloyd Rayney trial was heard by 
judge alone. Unusually for a murder trial, there was no jury. 
Dr Fiona Hanlon is currently researching judge-alone trials like 
Lloyd Rayney’s for the Australasian Institute of Judicial 
Administration 

Fiona Hanlon: Well Damien, in the legislation that applies in 
Western Australia there’s an option in their Criminal Procedure 
Act for an accused to make application for a judge-alone trial 
where the accused feels that for whatever reason they will not 
get a fair trial before a jury, and then it’s a matter of a court 
having to make a decision in the interests of justice whether 
that application should be supported or not. If the court 
decides that it is in the interests of justice to have a judge- 
alone trial then they will order that to happen, and that’s how 
the case will proceed. 

Damien Carrick: And what were the arguments in the 
Rayney case? Presumably the extraordinary publicity? 

Fiona Hanlon: It was the extraordinary publicity. It was also 
to do with the evidence that was going to be presented, that it 
was technical evidence and there is a lot of argument in the 
literature that juries don’t necessarily deal well with complex 
evidence. The other aspect was that it was anticipated to be a 
very long trial, which proved to be correct. 

Damien Carrick: Twelve weeks. 

Fiona Hanlon: And there is a view that that is almost an 
unreasonable burden to put on jurors to take that much time 
out of their private and working lives. 

Damien Carrick: There was something like, I think, 100 
people testified, something like 700 exhibits were tendered. 
The trial, even with a judge, lasted for 12 weeks, probably 
much longer if there had been a jury, and there was a lot of 
complex forensic evidence. 

Fiona Hanlon: A lot of complex forensic evidence, yes. 
Damien Carrick: So we’ve got this system in WA; what are 
the rules around Australia, are they the same? 

Fiona Hanlon: Well, there’s a variety of rules around 
Australia. First of all, we can rule out Victoria, Tasmania and 
the Northern Territory; judge alone trial in indictable offences 
is not an option, so there’s no model there, in either of those 
jurisdictions. In South Australia the accused can make the 
choice, in the ACT, again the accused can make the choice, 
but only for a range of offences; there’s a limited range of 
offences. The ACT’s recently legislated to rule out murder, 
manslaughter and serious sexual offences from the judge- 
alone option. And in New South Wales and Queensland it is 
basically the same sort of model as WA: an interests of justice 
test on application from the accused or the prosecution. 
Damien Carrick: So we've got this smorgasbord around the 
country. 

Fiona Hanlon: We have, we have. 

Damien Carrick: What percentage of accused take up the 
option in the jurisdictions where it’s available? 

Fiona Hanlon: It’s difficult to be precise, because what tends 
to happen is that courts keep their figures in terms of just 
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trials, and they don’t differentiate in public court reports 
between jury trials and non-jury trials, but some work has 
been done, unfortunately not up to date, but if you take the 
period between 2004 and 2008, work that was done then 
indicated that in the ACT about 56 per cent were, South 
Australia about 15, New South Wales about 5 per cent and WA 
about 3 per cent. Now, since then, the ACT has changed the 
law, because they were concerned that there were too many 
judge-alone trials; that 56 per cent was one of the triggers for 
changing the law and restricting the range of offences. So we 
expect that to drop back. The changes in New South Wales 
were to free up...there’s a view that the change in New South 
Wales legislation will actually make it easier, potentially, to 
have a judge-alone trial, so there’s an expectation that that 
figure of 5 per cent has grown and is already a larger 
percentage, but I can’t give you the precise figures. 

Damien Carrick: Fiona Hanlon, you've looked at this, who do 
you think has it right? 

Fiona Hanlon: I would choose, if I was being asked to advise 
on forming a model, and I can’t bind the AIJA in saying this, 
but my view...I think either the South Australian or the ACT 
model, where it’s at the choice of the accused. If you take a 
view of the right to a jury trial as being a protection for the 
accused, then I think the most robust model is to allow the 
accused to make the choice, but if the accused has a feeling 
that he or she will not receive a fair trial from a jury, let them 
exercise that right. If you think, as the ACT does, that in the 
community interests there are some forms of offending that 
should be subject to jury trial, then legislate for that—as I 
said, as the ACT has—but it still leaves the choice as the 
accused. When you get to a model where it’s either the 
prosecution who has a say in the jury mode...in the trial 
mode, or you have a court having to make the call in the 
interests of justice, then you get into levels of complication 
and potentially criticism of the judiciary for making a call on 
the basis of somehow not respecting the community’s right to 
have a jury system, or being too pro the prosecution or the 
defence, and I think it’s a cleaner, more robust model just to 
leave it to the defence’s call. 

Damien Carrick: Well on that point of whether this is 
advantageous for the prosecution or the defence, what are the 
figures? What are the conviction rates, the guilty versus not 
guilty rates of judge-alone versus jury trials? 

Fiona Hanlon: Well again, Damien the problem is that we 
don’t have any substantiated public figures—publicly available 
figures. There’s anecdotal material which suggests that judges 
acquit more often than juries. But that tends to also come 
from commentators who aren’t necessarily pro judge-alone 
trials. So you're not sure if it’s just a selective anecdotal view. 
There have been some studies in the US about different 
conviction rates and that research basically comes down to 
saying that either it depends on the...it can depend on the type 
of offence. It depends on the evidence involved and that on 
some view, judges are more likely to convict than juries. And 
then other parts of the studies will say that depending on the 
sort of offending, sometimes a judge might be more likely to 
acquit than a jury. So there’s no clear pattern. There’s no clear 
pattern. 

Damien Carrick: So in those US studies, what kind of 
offending is a judge more likely to convict on and what kind of 
an offending is a jury more likely to acquit on? 

Fiona Hanlon: Well there was some suggestions that if it was 
a more personal sort of offending such as a drink driving 
related type issue, that juries might be more likely to acquit 
because they can see themselves more in the shoes of the 


defence. There’s a tendency in the material to say that judges 
are much more technical about the evidence and where there 
is a lot of technical evidence the judge will really do that deep 
analysis of the material and will have...take a tougher view of 
the evidence and that might come out with an acquittal. 
Whereas a jury might take a more, ‘well, seems reasonable’ 
type...a yes or no type answer to whether someone should be 
convicted or acquitted. And... 

Damien Carrick: Are you saying that the judges are more 
rigorous? 

Fiona Hanlon: Well on that view, yes, the judges are more 
rigorous. Or on the other view, if you’re a pro jury trial what 
you say is what the jury is doing is putting in a sort of, a 
community common sense overlay on their decision making. 
Damien Carrick: Of course with a jury verdict you never get 
any sense of what they decide...why they came to the decision 
that they did. But with a judge-alone trial, as in the Rayney 
case, we had the judgement—incredibly useful in terms of 
understanding—and especially the summary as well as the 300 
page judgement—the 13 page summary—very very helpful in 
terms of summarising the evidence and understanding the 
reasoning upon which the decision was made. That seems to 
be a very very useful exercise. There seemed to be real 
advantages or real positives with that. 

Fiona Hanlon: Well you’re right and that was one of the 
reasons that influenced the court to authorise the Rayney trial 
to go as a judge-alone trial because the court said, well there 
will be a statement of reasons. You don’t get reasons for a 
jury trial because it’s thought that those 12 men and women 
in a jury room will all reach their view but they may reach it 
on a different basis. So you can’t have 12 different sets of 
reasons. And it’s also anonymous, so you don’t know who the 
jurors are. 

Now there’s a developing argument in the literature that 
having an unreasoned jury decision—so the lack of a reasoned 
verdict—is actually becoming more and more contrary to the 
way other areas of the law are developing. Any decision that 
affects rights in a ministry of law decision, you’re entitled to 
reasons. It’s becoming a view that it is anomalous to have a 
jury that doesn’t give you reasons when it’s the most...people 
say it’s the most fundamental impact on your rights. If your 
liberty’s at stake, it’s a fundamental impact on your rights, but 
you may be convicted and not know, not have any reasons. 
Damien Carrick: That’s paradoxical isn’t it? Because on the 
flip side it’s considered a fundamental right to be... 

Fiona Hanlon: That's exactly...exactly... 

Damien Carrick: ...to have trial by 12 of your peers... 

Fiona Hanlon: ...that’s right, yes... 

Damien Carrick: ...as opposed to a lofty judge. 

Fiona Hanlon: So again, if we go back to what we were 
saying earlier, that’s why I would say, leave the call to the 
accused and leave jury there as a right that the accused can 
waive. Because otherwise there will be cases where an 
accused may very well want to have reasons for the decision 
and then can make the choice...well saying, if I go for a judge- 
alone trial I will get detailed reasons. If it is something like 
Rayney where there is detailed forensic evidence of 
circumstantial case—it’s not just a clear call about credibility or 
is something against community values in terms of the 
offending; it’s a very detailed matrix of evidence—and Rayney 
got the benefit of a detailed statement of reasons. Where if 
he’d..go to a jury trial he would have got a yes or no 
conviction or acquit. And we would never have known what 
the jury actually did with all that detailed evidence. 

Damien Carrick: Legal researcher, Dr Fiona Hanlon. 


That’s all we have time for on the Law Report this Melbourne 
Cup Day. Thanks to producer James Pattison and also to audio 
engineer Miyuki Jokiranta. 

Guests: Jo Menagh Perth based ABC reporter 

Dr Fiona Hanlon Researcher commissioned by 
the Australasian _Institute of _ Judicial __ Administration to 
investigate judge-alone trials 


Credits: Presenter Damien Carrick 
Producer James Pattison 
http://www.abc.net.au/radionational 
-rayney-acquitted/4353754#transcript 
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Gunfight at the QC corral 


July 22, 2012, Opinion 


ee 
Charles Waterstreet 


Sydney barrister and author 


Illustration: michaelmucci.com 


When barristers dream, they dream of appearing in a case like 
the murder trial of former West Australian deputy DPP Lloyd 
Rayney, charged with killing his wife Corryn, a senior supreme 
court registrar, who disappeared on August 7, 2007. 

The case is dripping in more ironies than a Jackson Pollock 
painting. In May 1999, Rayney was a deeply ambitious, 
talented, meticulous prosecutor with the DPP's office, rising to 
deputy prosecutor when he prosecuted literary star Robert 
Hughes for two counts of dangerous driving after Hughes had 
the misfortune of colliding in his rented car with a vehicle 
containing some grass dealers completing a drugs run up and 
down the long West Australian coastline. Hughes nearly died, 
breaking every bone on the right side of his body. Two of the 
passengers in the other car tried to blackmail Hughes in the 
weeks after the accident, as he lay delirious in his hospital 
bed, lingering between life and death. They were convicted of 
perverting the course of justice. 

In May 2000, a Broome magistrate acquitted Hughes at the 
end of Rayney's case. A jubilant Hughes - on crutches, his 
bloodstream full of painkillers - made some unflattering and 
vitriolic remarks about the prosecution and the WA judicial 
system. Within four months, the chief WA DPP, Robert Cock, 
successfully appealed against the decision. In New York, the 
writer who put Australia on the world map_ with his 
masterpiece The Fatal Shore, was furious. He told The New 
York Times they could tow Australia "out to sea and sink it". 
To add salt to his wounds, insult to his injuries, Rayney and 
Cock sued Hughes for defamation in December 2000. It took 
two years for Hughes's barrister, Mark Trowell, QC, to get the 
criminal prosecution file transferred from the DPP's office to 
the independent Crown _ Solicitor, maintaining that 
simultaneous civil and criminal proceedings by DPP officers 
were inappropriate. Hughes, stranded in New York and in poor 
health, pleaded guilty in absentia to dangerous driving and 
was fined $2500. The defamation proceedings were settled on 
very favourable terms to Cock and Rayney. In his biography, 


Hughes wrote WA justice is to justice what WA culture is to 
culture. 

Corryn Rayney, her marriage to her now privately practising 
barrister husband in tatters, was vivacious and fun loving, a 
regular bootscooter in tassels, when she disappeared after a 
bootscooting session at Bentley Community Centre she had 
attended for five years. Lloyd, haggard and unshaven, 
addressed a news conference within a week, saying: 

"We are appealing to the public to come forward with any 
information they may have." 

Within days, police discovered her abandoned car - boots 
inside - in Subiaco. A trail of black treacly oil led into scrubland 
at Kings Park, where Corryn's body lay buried, upside down, in 
a freshly dug grave. Prosecutor John Agius alleged this was to 
hasten the process of decomposition. Lloyd Rayney's place 
card from a dinner was found in the grass in Kings Park. 

In his eulogy at his wife's funeral, he wiped a tear as he 
recalled "love at first sight"’ when he spotted Corryn at the 
Australian Government Solicitor's Office in the late 1980s. 
Three weeks later, police broke down his door in Como, 
executing a search warrant for evidence that Rayney was 
illegally taping his late wife's telephone calls. 

He was charged with wire tampering under the Surveillance 
Services Act. Detective Jack Lee named Rayney as the prime 
suspect in killing his own wife. Rayney's lawyers issued 
stinging denials. Lee was transferred to the Pilbara town of 
Karratha. Rayney went public with his anguish: "It took more 
than 20 years to build my career and reputation and less than 
20 minutes to destroy it." 

He sued the police over the statements alleging he was the 
prime and only suspect. 

Rayney was described as an expert in forensic evidence, an 
accomplished card player who knew every trick in the book. 
He will need to play every card perfectly against wily 
prosecutor John Agius. He has a perfect poker face. 

Rayney's counsel, David Edwardson, QC, has made some 
startling early legal manoeuvres. He opted for a judge-alone 
trial before the identity of the trial judge was revealed. Judge 
Brian Martin presided over the Snowtown barrel murders case 
and the Bradley Murdoch trial. He will be judge and jury. 
Edwardson waived his legal right to open the defence case. 
Agius has made extraordinary allegations in his opening: 
growing gambling debts, marital disharmony and infidelity, 
putting all the Crown cards on the table. Edwardson's cards 
are very close to his chest. 

We don't know if Rayney will give evidence. Rayney gambled 
on everything from the winners of Dancing with the Stars to 
the Logie awards and forged a friendship that became sexual 
with his gambling partner. 

The Crown case is a circumstantial case: they must prove it 
beyond reasonable doubt. The pattern of coincidences must 
point reliably to guilt and no other hypothesis. As I have said 
before, coincidence is God's way of remaining anonymous. 

The defamation cases have been delayed until after the trial. 
Hughes could not be blamed for feeling some sense of 
Schadenfreude. 


22gse.html#ixzz2Bbzxb1WP 


Everything you ever wanted to know about the 9/11 conspiracy 
theory in under 5 minutes 


TRANSCRIPT: On the morning of 
September 11, 2001, 19 men armed 
with boxcutters directed by a man on 
dialysis in a cave fortress halfway 
around the world using a satellite phone 


aircraft being flown into buildings that 
were being simulated at the precise 
same time that those events were 
actually happening. It was lied to by the 
Pentagon, the CIA, the Bush 


and a _ laptop directed the most 
sophisticated penetration of the most 
heavily-defended airspace in the world, 
overpowering the passengers and the 
military combat-trained pilots on 4 
commercial aircraft before flying those 
planes wildly off course for over an hour 
without being molested by a single 
fighter interceptor. 

These 19 hijackers, devout religious 
fundamentalists who liked to drink 


Administration and as for Bush and 
Cheney...well, no one knows what they 
told it because they testified in secret, 
off the record, not under oath and 
behind closed doors. It didn’t bother to 
look at who funded the attacks because 
that question is of “little practical 
significance”. Still, the 9/11 Commission 
did brilliantly, answering all of the 
questions the public had (except most of 


alcohol, snort cocaine, and live with 
pink-haired strippers, managed to knock 
down 3 buildings with 2 planes in New 
York, while in Washington a pilot who 
couldn’t handle a single engine Cessna 
was able to fly a 757 in an 8,000 foot 
descending 270 degree corskscrew turn 
to come exactly level with the ground, 
hitting the Pentagon in the budget 
analyst office where DoD staffers were 
working on the mystery of the 2.3 
trillion dollars that Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld had announced 
“missing” from the Pentagon’s coffers in 
a press conference the day before, on 
September 10, 2001. 

Luckily, the news anchors knew who did 
it within minutes, the pundits knew 
within hours, the Administration knew 
within the day, and the evidence literally 
fell into the FBI’s lap. But for some 
reason a bunch of crazy conspiracy 


the victims’ family members’ questions) 
and pinned blame on all the people 
responsible (although no one so much 
as lost their job), determining the 
attacks were “a failure of imagination” 
because “I don’t think anyone could 
envision flying airplanes into buildings ” 
except the Pentagon and FEMA and 
NORAD and the NRO. 

The DIA destroyed 2.5 TB of data on 
Able Danger, but that’s OK because it 
probably wasn’t important. 

The SEC destroyed their records on the 
investigation into the insider trading 
before the attacks, but that’s OK 
because destroying the records of the 
largest investigation in SEC history is 
just part of routine record keeping. 

NIST has classified the data that they 
used for their model of WTC7’s collapse, 
but that’s OK because knowing how they 
made their model of that collapse would 
“jeopardize public safety”. 


theorists demanded an investigation into 
the greatest attack on American soil in 
history. 

The investigation was delayed, 
underfunded, set _up to fail, a conflict of 


The FBI has argued that all material 
related to their investigation of 9/11 
should be kept secret from the public, 
but that’s OK because the FBI probably 
has nothing to hide. 


interest and a cover up from start to 


This man never existed, nor is anything 


finish. It was based on_ testimony 
extracted through torture, the records of 
which were destroyed. It failed to 
mention the existence of WTC7, Able 
Danger, Ptech, Sibel Edmonds, OBL and 
the CIA, and the drills of hijacked 


he had to say worthy of your attention, 
and if you say otherwise you are a 
paranoid conspiracy theorist and 
deserve to be shunned by all of 
humanity. Likewise him, him, him, and 
her. (and her and her and him). 


Osama Bin Laden lived in a cave fortress 
in the hills of Afghanistan, but somehow 
got away. Then he was hiding out in 
Tora Bora but somehow got away. Then 
he lived in Abottabad for years, taunting 
the most comprehensive intelligence 
dragnet employing the most 
sophisticated technology in the history 
of the world for 10 years, releasing 
video after video with complete impunity 
(and getting younger and younger as he 
did so), before finally being found in a 
daring SEAL team raid which wasn’t 
recorded on video, in which he didn’t 
resist or use his wife as a human shield, 
and in which these crack special forces 


operatives panicked and killed this 
unarmed man, supposedly the best 
source of intelligence about those 


dastardly terrorists on the planet. Then 
they dumped his body in the ocean 
before telling anyone about it. Then a 
couple dozen of that team’s members 
died in a helicopter crash in Afghanistan. 
This is the story of 9/11, brought to you 
by the media which told you the hard 
truths about JFK and incubator babies 
and mobile production facilities and the 
rescue of Jessica Lynch. 

If you have any questions about this 
story...you are a_ batshit, paranoid, 
tinfoil, dog-abusing baby-hater and will 
be reviled by everyone. If you love your 
country and/or freedom, happiness, 
rainbows, rock and roll, puppy dogs, 
apple pie and your grandma, you will 
never ever express doubts about any 
part of this story to anyone. Ever. 

This has been a_ public service 
announcement by: the Friends of the 
FBI, CIA, NSA, DIA, SEC, MSM, White 
House, NIST, and the 9/11 Commission. 
Because Ignorance is Strength. 

Watch French, German, Spanish, Italian 
or Portuguese translations of this video. 


http: //www.corbettreport.com/911 
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EMAILS and all that! 


Fredrick Tében’s preliminary comments about writing-sending-receiving emails 


It is wise to treat All EMAIL exchanges 
as a public act because variously an 
email’s content becomes public 
property. Confidentiality can in limited 
measure be achieved by specifying such 
in the heading, or by using encryption 
programs. However, then spy agencies 
have their existence justified. For me 
any such communications are thus ON- 
THE-RECORD and so I have sleepful 
nights, which was the case even during 
my imprisonment. If we _ wish to 
convince anyone of our depth of 


commitment to eliciting the TRUTH of a 
matter - in our specific case the truth- 
content of Holocaust-Shoah and 9/11 
narratives, for example, then we 
FEARLESSLY need to continue to TRUST 
our intuition, our moral judgment, our 
reasoning capacity. This includes the 
naming of FACTS and the naming of 
NAMES even if legal injunctions are 
imposed because as concerned citizens 
it is our moral, legal and social duty to 
seek JUSTICE, to speak out against 
INJUSTICE whenever and wherever we 


confront it. When an education system 
blatantly and unashamedly fills its 
advocated programs with _ intentional 
LIES, then it is our DUTY without fear or 
favour to speak out and to name the 
facts and to name the INDIVIDUALS 
who continue to perpetrate such 
outrageous DECEPTIONS. 

If you receive hurtful email comments, 
then self-reflect and evaluate for truth- 
content, then also visit your friends who 
will confirm if you have been stupid and 
self-deceptive in your judgments. 


Here is an email exchange with John Kaminski and others. Then there is the email exchange I had with 
Alexander Baron about Holocaust and 9/11 —- and what motivates believers to hold on to one and not 
on to the other conspiracy theory —- don’t get upset now! That’s why we’re offering another contentious 
item showing how science and its methods were thrown overboard when the HIV=AIDS hypothesis 
was legally, NOT scientifically, established. Prof Peter Duesberg is still waiting for the evidence! Now 
think about the Climate Change hypothesis and how an academic has called for climate change deniers 


to be assassinated! 


From: John Kaminski 


seudoskylax 


mail.com 


Sent: Friday, 21 December 2012 3:07 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Kaminski: Who murders children? 


Who murders children? 

THE ISRAELIS ARE FAMOUS FOR IT! 
Who controls the United States of America? 
In finance, in politics, in journalism, 
in entertainment, in technology, 
in transportation, in industry, 
in education, in medicine, 
in the arts and sciences, 
in law enforcement 
and in the courts, 
it is none other than so-called 
dual Israeli-American citizens, 
who totally control 
the rapidly dying USA! 

By John Kaminski 


pseudoskylax@qmail.com 
http://www.resist.com/kaminski/kaminskiconnection.html 


http://therebel.org/blog/kaminski 
Here are the headlines. Read 'em and weep. 
Israel Kills Palestinian Boys, Steals Organs 
For Transplants 
http://rense.com/generali9/israelkills.htm 
Dual Israeli-American citizens in U.S. 
government 
http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=3lH-bD5dezw 
Summers, Geithner, Emanuel, Axelrod — 
Obama's NWO Neocons? 


http://www. jjhuddle.com/forums/showthread.ph 
?t=230257 

Romney's advisers exclusively dual Israeli- 
Americans 


http://www.alipac.us/f19/mitt-romney%92s- 
foreign-policy-team-israeli-dual-citizens-257516/ 
Helen Thomas: 'Jews control White House, 
U.S. Congress' 
http://www.jpost.com/International/Article.aspx?i 
d=212815 
John Travolta: ‘Jewish homosexual men 
control Hollywood' 
www.tabletmag.com/jewish-arts-and- 
culture/99378/greased-frightening 
Radio Islam: The Jewish hand behind the 
Internet 
http://radioislam.org/islam/english/jewishp/intern 
et/jews behind internet.htm 
International Jewish Empire 
http://ijem.20m.com/ 

Jewish Dominance of America 
http://www.stormfront.org/forum/t663557 
Jews control medical establishment 
http ://supportbordercontrols.blogspot.com/2009 
05/international-banksters-jews-control.html 
Seven Jewish Americans control U.S. media 
http://rense.com/general44/sevenjewishamericans.htm 


http: 


American police now “Israeli-DHS trained,” 
precursor to dictatorship 


http://www.presstv.ir/detail/2012/08/10/255432 
us-police-now-israelidhs-trained/ 
The Jews in education 
http://jewishracism.blogspot.com/2008/12/jewish 


-problem-part-1-jews-in-education.html 


I could go on, but you get the picture. 
The United States is locked in a 360 
degree mindlock of Jewish control. That 
was as good as the news on this subject 
is going to get. 

Now here comes the bad news. Not 
even Jewish media can conceal the fact 
that Israel is killing Palestinian children 
every day, through _ indiscriminate 
bombings and shootings, through delays 
in and deprivals of medical care. 

It is also well known that Israeli soldiers 
shoot Palestinian children for sport 
http: //www.zilberhere.com/blog/2 
001/10/israeli-soldiers-hunting- 
palestinian.html. 


If this story is true, and I have every 
reason to believe it is, this the last 
straw. It is time for all the civilized 
nations of the world to declare war on 


It is also well known that Israelis train 
American cops in their latest terror and 
coercion techniques (see above). 

It is more than well known that the 
United States in recent years has 
suffered an epidemic of senseless public 
shootings, all blamed on lone nuts. 

A guide to mass murders in America 
http: //www.motherjones.com/polit 
ics/2012/07/mass-shootings-map 
Now comes the coup de grace. Read this 
as if your life depended on it, because it 
does. Millions of people throughout the 
world have already read this account 
and reacted with stunned incredulity. 


Israel, the notorious Jewish state. And 
to declare all-out war on Jews 
everywhere. 


Israeli death squads involved in 
Sandy Hook bloodbath: Intelligence 
analyst 
http: //www.presstv.com/detail/20 

12/12/18/278706/israeli-squads- 
tied-to-newtown-carnage/ 

This story exactly reflects my 
observations of the Sandy Hook 
massacre. What bothers me about it (no 
criticism of the writer) is that it lacks a 
smoking gun, a certain verifiable fact 
that proves it is true. 

What it does contain is a ton of 
circumstantial evidence, utterly 
consistent with the corrupt homicidal 
behavior Jews have perpetrated upon 
the world from time immemorial. 

It is time for the American people who 
have anything to do with Israel, Jews or 
Judaism to be arrested — OR 
NEUTRALIZED IN ANY WAY 
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POSSIBLE — for treason, mass murder 
and obstruction of justice. This includes 
Congress, the executive branch and the 
judicial branch of the federal 
government. This includes any politician 
who has ever taken a dime from any 
Jewish source. 

Because the power structure in America 
is totally controlled by Jews and Jewish 
stooges, there can be no resort to "the 
justice system" — it is totally corrupt 
and no justice can be found in it. 

I don't have to spell out the alternative. 
The question is — will you defend your 
own life, now that it is clear that it is 
systematically being taken from you? 

It is time for America to rid itself of this 
psychotic scourge of Judaism, totally 
and in any way possible. The Jewish 
Talmud states that a Jew may kill a non- 
Jew without penalty and take his 
property. This is what is happening now. 
It's way past time to reverse the 
tractates of the Talmud and inflict it on 
those who support it. 

It is long past time for America and all 
the nations of the world to rid the world 
of the psychotic homicidal menace of 
Judaism, which routinely practices the 
killing of innocent children for crass 
political purposes. 

According to their holy books and insane 
rabbis, Jews believe that only they are 
human beings and the rest of us are 
animals. Jews have stolen the valuables 
of every person on this planet through 
their voodoo economics and _ poison 
medicine, through their cynical wars 
based on lies, through their deliberate 
invention and release of fatal radiation, 
and with a thousand other methods. 
Who murders children? 

Jews do, regularly. 

Those children in Connecticut were 
murdered by an Israeli hit squad, and 
the cops and the Jewish media are 
covering it up. 

Anyone who defends Judaism defends 
the reckless murdering of children. 

Don't even try to tell me it's not ALL 
Jews. Anyone who calls themselves a 
Jew by definition endorses the tenets of 
the Talmud, which commands _ its 
adherents to kill or enslave ALL the non 
Jewish inhabitants of the planet. 

Yes, there are a small fraction of those 
with Jewish heritage who have 
renounced the poison of Judaism and 
work to expose it. A very small fraction. 
We may spare them from harm, but we 
may never wholly trust them, no matter 
how pious their adhesion to other 
chosen spiritual paths, given the hateful 
brain training they receive as children 
which likely may never be completely 
expunged or transcended. 


Dears - am relaxing in the Queensland 
heat and humidity, which is a killer... 


(Notice how brain training has become a 
popular new pastime — _ never 
participate in it!) 

The revolution has begun, worldwide. 
We're down to kill or be killed. Which 
choice will you make? Will you let 
yourself be killed by Jews, as most of 
you are already doing? Or will you do 
the sensible thing to protect, if not 
yourself, at least your children? 


2K KK 


John Kaminski is a writer who lives 
on the Gulf Coast of Florida, 
constantly trying to figure out why 
we are destroying ourselves, and 
pinpointing a corrupt belief system 
as the engine of our demise. Solely 
dependent on contributions from 
readers, please support his work by 
mail: 250 N. McCall Rd. #2, 
Englewood FL 34223 USA. 

http: //www.resist.com/kaminski/k 
aminskiconnection.html 


http: / /therebel.org/blog/kaminski 
http: / /johnkaminski.info 
http: //www.rudemacedon.ca/kami 


nski/kam-index.html 
http: //web.archive.or 
323 232319/ 

http: //johnkaminski.com 

On 21 December 2012 03:45, Fredrick 
Toben <toben@toben.biz> wrote: 

John 

Re the PRESS TV item - comes from 
Gordon Duff of VT - 

When he _ started out with VT he 
informed me it was his dream to get on 
to PRESS TV - this item is now doing 
the email rounds and so he_ has 
succeeded in suggesting what 
individuals want to believe - I am wary 
— wary - wary - 


web/20040 


Fredrick 

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 9:23 PM, 
Anthony Lawson 
<lawson911@gmail.com> wrote: 

Hello. Fredrick, I'm amazed __ that 


Kaminski seems to be endorsing Duff. 
Take care, Anthony 

From: John Kaminski 
[mailto: pseudoskylax@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, 21 December 2012 2:19 
PM 

To: Anthony Lawson Ce: Fredrick Toben 
Subject: Re: Kaminski: Who murders 
children? 

"Seems" would be the operative word. I 
generally regard people who appear on 
Rense as totally unreliable. Mike's story 
was so in line with my own thinking that 
I called him, although we haven't had 
the long talk yet. I expressed my 
contempt and mistrust of Duff, and he 
at least pretended to acknowledge what 


I was saying. Then I took Bruce 
Campbell's word that Duff might be kind 
of wacko but was trying to do the right 
thing. Although Harris's story is entirely 
circumstantial and speculative , I pulled 
the trigger on it really because of the 
Jewish track record in false flag mass 
murders, and because of Darkmoon and 
John Friend coming out with it, because 
I wanted to support them (I know, a 
cowardly reason). But also because I 
believe Harris has the story right. I was 
relieved later in the day when Jim Stone 
had basically the same story. 

I know it's’ still circumstantial, and 
there's no smoking gun, but it sounds 
right, in keeping with the Jewish track 
record. The kids were sold into slavery, 
they weren't shot. 

No, I don't trust Duff. I do trust 
Campbell, but nobody's right all the 
time. We do _ disagree on some 
assessments, but few. Do I trust Harris? 
He was supposed to call me back, but 
didn't. He was supposed to be on Rense 
tonight with Campbell, but he isn't, 
apparently. I'd like to trust him, but he 
does appear on Rense. It's a conflict, no 
question. 

The larger question is the Sandy Hook 
story being a lie. I'm not sure Harris, 
Stone, Friend, Darkmoon and myself 
have it right, but I do know the pigs 
have it wrong. 

Anthony, I've admired a lot of the work 
you've done. Our major difference stems 
from the matter of the Talmud infecting 
the minds of ALL Jews. I stand by my 
position exactly as stated in that story. 
Exactly. You should review it, and 
reexamine your own perceptions. 

I don't trust Duff (I think he's crazy), I'd 
like to trust Harris, I do trust Campbell. 
I'm not perfect. Just trying to be honest. 
If you think it's more important to 
assassinate my character than to get to 
the bottom of this story, have at it. I 
don't associate with you because you 
approve of too many Jews, and as such 
consider your opinion — essentially 
untrustworthy. A lot of Jews and Jew 
wannabes have tried before to do what 
you're doing now; none has_ been 
successful. The only reason I have 
bothered to respond is because I have a 
high regard for Fredrick, whose name is 
on this email. 

I think your attempt to do this, Anthony, 
is disgusting, and very much like a Jew. 
Don't bother trying it again. This is the 
reason your opinion will never carry any 
weight with me. 


Best wishes, 

John K. 

On Sat, Dec 22, 2012 at 5:11 PM, 
Fredrick Toben <toben@toben.biz> 
wrote: 


1. Duff is NOT crazy - he likes his wine, 
etc. and he is a totally incapacitated 
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veteran of Vietnam but his plan is to 
save the world for Israel, as he openly 
stated to me. 

2. But then he absorbed all the 
dissenting voices into VT - he invited 
me but I declined when I sensed 
something didn’t add up. Ingrid Rimland 
came on board and was all praises 
because she felt she now had a wider 
audience, etc. as if that kind of exposure 
and popularity meant something. It 
doesn’t to me. She is still set on ratings 
and popularity and acceptance, 
something about which I couldn’t care 
less. I appreciate the minimum - one or 
two valued critics - I count Anthony as 
one of those. 

3. Duff was bent on getting PRESS TV 
personnel names from me because he 
was set on making a connections with 
the station - and now they are falling 
for it - running his stories - European 
Jews are now more than ever fleeing 
from Israel. When I visited Israel in 
January 1971 I met European Jews who 
wished to return but didn’t have the 
financial means to get out —- poverty was 
a factor among that group of Jews. 

4. Now it seems the second generation 
European Jews have had enough - and 
although I don’t know how authentic the 
Thuringia video clip is, that Jews are 
eying Thuringia with Weimar as their 
capital in the purely Jewish state in 
Germany cannot lightly be dismissed. 

5. Jewish uninhibited-shameless actions 
perhaps are now so brazen that this is 
what they want - who wants to go to 
Berobijan in Russia’s eastern wasteland? 
German culture and society is, for a 
parasite, far more _ interesting and 
rewarding because Germans can be so 
obligingly stupid and trusting. 

6. I don’t trust Darkmoon - I don’t trust 
anonymous sources - unless I have 
before met them personally, then I 
accept the need for that kind of 
behaviour because it does protect on a 
limited scale. Generally I expect my 
emails to be read by our national 
security organisations. Also, Darkmoon 
makes out it is a she when the tone of 
the writing suggests to me it is a man - 
but I could be wrong on that. 

7. I don’t quite share John’s almost 
inciting-against-Jews attitude because 
my maxim causes self-reflection and 
brings a little depth into the quest for 
truth, etc.: ‘Don’t only blame the Jews, 
also blame those that bend to their 
pressure’. I am far more interested in 
those non-Jews, those _ individuals 
belonging to the majority that work for 
Jews, etc. In this way the simple 
scapegoating mechanism is diffused and 


though very appealing, then catches 
deeper issues behind the scene. And 
again this has served me well in my own 
17-year legal persecution by Jews - 
were it not for non-Jewish judges, then 
there would not have been any legal 
persecution! That’s my mindset, anyway 
- I go after those that are morally and 
intellectually bankrupt and who execute 
Jewish wishes in this worldly pursuit of 
BATTLE-OF-THE-WILLS. 

Kindest for the Christmas and New Year 
to you, Anthony and John - and keep 
me posted on your worries, trials and 
tribulations. 

Fredrick 

From: John Kaminski 

[mailto: pseudoskylax@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, 23 December 2012 9:28 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: Kaminski: Who murders 
children? 


Thanks Fredrick. I envy you the heat. I 
can't get enough of it, even as I know I 
am running out of time to get away 
from the coast. I'm about to get a little 
bit chillier as a friend and admirer has 
bought me a really big ticket (plane 
fare, hotel and $325 admission fee) to 
the thunderbolts.info Tipping Point 2013 
conference in early January in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. I am 
somewhat apoplectic that it was 14 
degrees F. there a couple of nights ago, 
so I'm glad the weather here in Florida 
has turned a bit cooler to at least get 
me ready for the shock of it. 

Two weeks ago I was having to shuffle 
around the neighborhood on_ foot 
because my car was dead (before a 
friend and his son fixed it completely for 
nothing). Next week I'll be hobnobbing 
in a luxury hotel with the world's 
foremost maverick physicists and 
electrical engineers as they discourse on 
the electric universe. 

http: //www.thunderbolts.info/w 
2012/09/02/eu2013-conference- 
the-tipping-point-2/ 

Tom Metzger the superficial white 
supremacist has evicted one of my 
websites from where it was parked on 
his site, so I'm looking for a new home 
for that, but I had a good, 3-hour 
interview with Dennis Fetcho on Oracle 
today, singing the same old tune with a 
much larger audience marching with me 
today that I had just a few years back. 
So while my existence is precarious, it is 
rewarding, and mostly I stifle my worry, 
give thanks for my good luck, and plan 
on keeping the course I have not varied 


for the past six or seven years. That I 
have no real constituency doesn't really 
worry me because I have the approval 
and friendship of the most principled 
people I know, most notably Campbell 
and Faurisson. I am not a partisan, only 
an umpire, making do with the things I 
can perceive and understand. That I 
have offended obviously well-meaning 
people like Anthony bothers me some 
(I've roughed up other nice folks more 
severely than him), but I feel the more 
important point to hammer home my 
principal observations as the only valid 
way I can see to possibly extricate 
ourselves from our predicament and 
neutralize the predators, which 
necessarily involves no compromise with 
seekers after partial truths who consort 
with known maniacs like Duff or 
sleazeball poseurs like Atzmon. 
Fortunately, others with keen minds and 
untroubled consciences endorse what 
I'm doing. 

My attendance at the electric universe 
conference is a big step in my pursuit of 
an electromagnetic basis of social 
perception based on authentic history 
replacing the pathological framework of 
corruptible abstract spiritual morality to 
redirect human society toward a 
genuinely health future. If I live long 
enough I think my contribution in this 
matter can be © significant and 
worthwhile, and that's all any of us can 
ever ask for. 

I hope your surviving your recent (and 
continuing) travails with a minimum of 
distress. I think we are to be grateful for 
it all, just for the chance to make things 
better. 

Best wishes, John K. 

From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz 
Sent: Sunday, 23 December 2012 1:55 
PM 


To: ‘John Kaminski' Cc: ‘Adelaide 
Institute’ 
Subject: RE: Kaminski: Who murders 
children? 


Thanks John - in spite of my comments 
I have high regards for your work - and 
also now that you are embracing the 
electromagnetic universe - this is what it 
is all about ...I share this impulse...keep 
me posted. Fredrick 

From: Captain May 
captainmay@prodigy.net 

Sent: Tuesday, 1 January 2013 3:26 PM 
To: ‘John Kaminski’; Fredrick Toben 
Subject: RE: By using the term Zionist, 
- Bravo, both - and happy new year. 
Eric. 
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Now the other email exchange, which began in the usual way, i.e. by sending an informative youtube 
link to Alexander Baron who regards the official Holocaust narrative to be a hoax but believes in the 


official 9/11 narrative: 

From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz 
To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
a_baron@btinternet.com 

Sent: Saturday, 15 December 2012, 


19:49 

Subject: Have a view and_ learn 
something 

http: //www.youtube.com/watch?fe 


ature=player_embedded&v=4GCUW 
RPYLgo 


From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Sunday, 16 December 2012 6:38 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Cc: BradleySmith; Butz  ArthurR. 
Subject: Re: Have a view and learn 
something 

Most people would call this anti- 
Semitism, at best it is mysticism but in 
reality it is idiocy. 

By promoting this drivel about 9/11 you 
are undermining all the good work 
you've done on World War II. 

So, Alex Jones and the 9/11 Truth 
Movement are also controlled by 
Imperial Zion, or is it just that Jewish 
mattoids and idiots like Jon Gold are just 
as dumb as the goyim? Are you really 
suggesting the phone messages from 
the planes were faked? 

That little shit Dershowitz had nothing to 
do with the dancing Israelis; sure they 
were up to no good, but they had no 
connection with 9/11. Do some 
homework like you've done on other 
matters before you parrot this mindless 
drivel. 

From: Fredrick Tében 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 

Sent: Sunday, 16 December 2012 8:35 
PM 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 

Subject: RE: Have a view and learn 
something 

My dear Alexander, you miss the point 
by assuming I parrot stuff. 

One of the few concrete facts to have 
emerged from the 9/11 tragedy is a clip 
where Silverstein stated - ‘... we decided 
to pull ...’ the Building 7. I have not been 
able to authenticate this as accurate but 
if that is so, then we have a major key 
to the official 9/11 conspiracy narrative. 
More I cannot say, except of course that 
the other two buildings were controlled 
demolitioned, as authentic engineers 
have also concluded because their 
knowledge rests on solid 
scientific/engineering principles. 

I don’t know whether Dershowitz is a 
‘shit’ or whether there is such a thing as 
‘Imperial Zion’, nor whether there are 


‘idiots’, ‘drivel’- ‘idiocy’ work. As to the 
nonsense concept and question-stopper 
‘antisemitism’ - well, that brings you 
into the category, if you are seriously 
using it as such, of not answering the 
questions posed in the clip. 

Your work would become more objective 
if you refrained from using such 
emotionally loaded concepts that do not 
further the factual argumentation. 

Have a Happy and relaxing festive 
season. 

Fredrick 

From: Fredrick Toben 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: ‘ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 

Sent: Sunday, 16 December 2012, 
11:58 Subject: RE: Have a view and 
learn something 

- not that interested in 9/11 because 
the ... The physical evidence does not 
match the overarching narrative-official 
government-propagated conspiracy 
theory. 

Cheers 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 


Sent: Sunday, 16 December 2012 
10:56 PM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: Have a view and learn 
something 


Yes it does, overwhelmingly. It's not 
what they did before but after that 
counts. Check out my speech: 
http://www.infotextmanuscripts.org/rac 
e_brainwashing_speech.html 

and stop making a fool of yourself. I can 
make out a better case for creationism 
than for 9/11 Truth. 

From: Fredrick Tében 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 


Sent: Sunday, 16 December 2012, 
20:50 

Subject: RE: Have a view and learn 
something 


When I hear the word ‘overwhelmingly’ I 
am reminded of those who believe in the 
Holocaust - and I do not have the time 
to go into the obvious fact that the 
buildings were brought down by 
controlled demolition, which requires a 
focus on who rigged the _ buildings, 
including BUILDING 7 - that’s not 
disputed by fearless minds. 

Remember, BUILDING 7 is one key. 
Cheers 


From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2012 8:55 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben Ce: Butz ArthurR.; 
BradleySmith 

Subject: Re: Have a view and learn 
something 

Absolute garbage. 

Look at the difference. You go to the 
camps and you see delousing chambers 
labelled gas chambers; a morgue 
labelled a gas chamber; typhus 
epidemics labelled genocide. 

Now look at 9/11, you see the hijackers 
passing through the airport on CCTV, 
you hear Atta "We have some planes", 
you actually see the planes crash into 
the fucking buildings, and then the 
buildings come down. What more proof 
do you want? 

And don't get taken in by all that crap 
about Building 7. Do some_ proper 
research. Here is something you may 
understand: 

“Some do this in perfect good faith and 
honesty, and thus unconsciously help 
the enemies of their cause. Others, no 
doubt, as the struggle develops, will 
actually be employed, often 
unknowingly, by those very clever 
people, the big Jews, to make wild and 
foolish attacks upon Jews in general, in 
order to discredit anti-Semitism.” - Sir 
Oswald Mosley in 1936! 

The big Jews used to fear you, that's 
why they had you thrown in gaol. Now 
they're laughing at you. And who's fault 
is that? 

From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz 
To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
a_baron@btinternet.com 
Cc:zapdaddy.arthur@gmail.com; 
bradley1930@yahoo.com 

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2012, 0:37 
Subject: RE: Have a view and learn 
something 

1. Building 7, Alexander, is like the 
Krema I and Krema II matter - the 
story keeps on changing and _ the 
controlled demolition of Building 7 is one 
of the keys to the official deceptive 
overarching narrative that leads to 
Silverstein. You can’t huff-and-puff-and- 
bluff your way out of that one - and 
even your assumption that I get taken 
in by ‘crap’ does not explain why 
Building 7 came crashing down without 
a plane hitting it! 

2. Quoting Mosley, you use the term 
‘pig Jews’, which I consider a childish 
concept, as is the use of the concept 
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‘garbage’ - I fail to see any tight 
reasoning in such sentences and their 
information content is almost zero. 

3. I don’t understand what you are 
trying to say in those final two 
sentences - ‘fear’ — ‘gaol’ — ‘laughing’ - 
what has that to do with Building 7 as 
one of the lynch pins that explains the 
9/11 tragedy as a political ‘insider job’? 
4. The value system or the mindset that 
uses such concepts fails to focus on the 
deeper issues that motivate me to ask 
probing questions about the information 
content found within the official 9/11 
conspiracy theory’s narrative and how it 
deceptively attempts to explain what 
happened physically on the ground, in 
particular how Building 7 was NOT 
controlled-demolished. 

5. Cheers and try again to clarify and 
explain away Building 7’s demise — but 
without your usual monumental detours 
into irrelevancies by merely repeating 
the official conspiracy theory’s narrative 
that a bunch of Arabic-speaking Muslim 
individuals did 9/11, which is a 
nonsense but which may soon be 
sanctioned-protected legally as is the 
‘Holocaust-Shoah’ mythology. 

6. As a teacher I would give you a pass 
mark for effort but I would have to fail 
you. on relevance and_ coherence 
grounds. 

Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year. 
Fredrick 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2012 7:29 
PM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: Have a view and learn 
something 

Look, this is a ludicrous conversation 
because you haven't done any proper 
research. 

This guy has: 

http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=UUL 
UQFfEQFuU 

most truthers are bigger comedians 
From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2012 8:04 
PM 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 

Subject: RE: Have a view and learn 
something - talk is cheap 

Nonsense video below- and you had 
better stay with you belief - 

The fellow mentions Larry Silverstein 
but doesn’t get into it - 

What about the flight recorder? - 
important physical evidence - 

That fellow is just a talker at a very 
elementary level at that — waste of time. 
It’s nothing to do with comedy - this 
matter is a serious topic and the fellow 
is not serious nor challenging - 


Alexander, you need to offer more than 
this superficial chatty stuff. 

Fredrick 

From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2012 8:36 
PM 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 

Subject: FW: Have a view and learn 
something - talk is cheap 

An afterthought Alexander —- lift your 
spirit to BEAUTY: 

https: //www.youtube.com/watch?v 
=G6wvLbYI-Qs 

Fredrick 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] Sent: 
Monday, 17 December 2012 8:16 PM 
To: Fredrick Toben Subject: Re: Have a 
view and learn something - talk is cheap 
Like I say, check the facts, there is no 
mystery about Building 7; the 
firefighters knew it was coming down 
two or three hours before it did. 

Please desist before you undo all the 
good work you've done on the Holocaust 
by associating it with this garbage. 
From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben. biz] 

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2012 9:00 
PM To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 

Subject: RE: Have a view and learn 
something - talk is cheap 

Alexander 

You are sounding like a person who 
believes in his own propaganda - take 
care! 

And if you did any flying, as I have, then 
you know that the black box is vital in 
any research - it cannot be dismissed 
outright as you seem to do. 

I don’t need your approval —- the facts 
speak for themselves about Building 7 - 
Fredrick 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, 18 December 2012 6:23 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 
Subject: Re: Kaminski: 
set-up 

If you believe any of this CRAP you are 
away with the fairies. 

You should apply the same critical 
faculty to all extraordinary claims 
whether they are of mass gassings or 
mass brainwashing, including of those 
19 Arab Mossad agents who gave their 
lives for the New World Order. 
From: Fredrick Toben 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 
Sent: Monday, 17 December 
19:46 


The shooter 


2012, 


Subject: FW: Kaminski: The shooter 
set-up 

The shooter set-up 

Assassination of young children 
another prearranged passion play 

From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 
Sent: Tuesday, 18 December 2012 6:32 
AM To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
Subject: RE: Kaminski: The shooter 
set-up 
You need to get rid of your ‘guilt-by- 
association’ complex so that clarity of 
thought emerges unhindered -— 
Re the 19 Arab Mossad agents - did you 
meet any of them? 
When did you last visit your fairies? 


From: Fredrick Toben 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, 18 December 2012, 
12:39 

Subject: FW: Have a view and learn 
something 

Alexander, what say you to _ this 
comment in response to yours? 

Fredrick 


From: MM 

Sent: Tuesday, 
10:21 PM 

To: Fredrick Toben 
Subject: Re: Have a view and learn 
something 

Baron: ~~Now look at 9/11, you 
see the hijackers passing through 
the airport on CCTV,~~ 

M: Untrue. The CCTV was nowhere 
working that day. Why _ bother 
engaging with shills? Philosophy is 
wasted on the dishonest. May even 
be paid to waste as many as 
possible of the remaining hours of 
your life, there's only 701,280 of 
them in a span of 80yrs. 


18 December 2012 


From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, 19 December 2012 
2:39 AM 

To: Fredrick Toben Cc: BradleySmith; 
Butz ArthurR. 

Subject: Re: Have a view and learn 
something 

He says why bother engaging with 
shills; I say why bother engaging with 
lunatics and headcases - which may 
soon include you. 

He is either wrong or simply lying. 

See 

http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=6F24 
9r7TaBo 

this was posted by some 
claims it isn't real 

Here is Atta from the cockpit 


idiot who 
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http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=000g 
cr_wdrk 

Here is plane wreckage at the Pentagon 
some of these morons claim didn't exist: 
http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=K89c 
oc88Hrs 

You find tons of this idiocy; one moron 
finds something on a _ conspiracy 
website, then copies and pastes it to 
another moron who _- parrots _— it 
uncritically. When did Fredrick Toben 
ever do this? 

Read this again 

http ://www.infotextmanuscripts.org/tob 
engriffin.html 

and see where you are going wrong. 
Then ask yourself why no one in high 
places is bothered, because they're 
laughing at you. You can make these 
claims all over the US. Now go back to 
Germany and make aé_ similar claim 
about Aushwitz or any of the other 
camps and see what happens. Oh I 
forget, you already know. 

After you were arrested I published both 
my Holocaust books on-line. You were 
the inspiration for that. 

Don't call me a shill, look in the mirror 
and see what you're becoming, a 
laughing stock like David Icke that no 
one takes seriously. 

"Toben, I wouldn't believe a word of 
what he says about the Holocaust, look 
at the rubbish he's endorsed about 
9/11" 

I rest my case. Please don't forward me 
anymore of this garbage. 

From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 

Sent: Wednesday, 19 December 2012 
9:38 PM 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 

Subject: FW: To unnamed recipients 
Don’t trust this source 


From: Darkmoon 
[mailto:darkmoon@darkmoon.me] 
Sent: Wednesday, 19 December 2012 
9:16 PM 

To: Darkmoon 

Subject: To unnamed recipients 
ISRAELI DEATH SQUADS 
SANDY HILL KILLINGS 

The Sandy Hook massacre, the 
mindless murder of twenty small 
school children, is now beginning to 
look like a_ terrorist attack on 
America by “mad dog Israel”. What 
evidence is there for this bizarre 
new “conspiracy theory”? Let’s 
consider the facts. 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Thursday, 3 January 2013 9:49 
AM 


DID 


To: cityattorney@sfgov.org 

Subject: fighting financial parasites 

Hi, 

I read about your attack on payday 
lenders, which is noble, but why not go 
after the real parasites? 

Although the people you are chasing 
lend money at extortionate rates, no 
one has to borrow from them, and they 
lend real money, so need to make a 
decent return. The banks on the other 
hand create money as figures in a book 
and then sell it to the government. The 
bigget con trick of all is so-called 
quantitative easing. Have you ever 
wondered why the government and 
people are so short of money if the 
banks can create it as figures in a book? 
It is because they create debt. 
Furthermore, this debt can be written 
off; Clinton did it for Africa, and the 
world did it for Haiti. Check out 
http://www. financialreform.info/ 

and take it from there. 

From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 

Sent: Thursday, 3 January 2013 10:37 
AM 

To: ‘ALEXANDER BARON' 

Subject: RE: fighting financial parasites 
Alexander 

One of your clearest items yet - you are 
good at creating pithy sayings but not at 
developing a serious cohesive world 
view... 

Happy New Year 2013-01-03 

Fredrick 


From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Thursday, 3 January 2013 11:12 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: fighting financial parasites 
I have a world view. How did you end up 
in gaol. Was it the Elders of Zion giving 
the German Government their orders or 
a grubbly little bunch of hate-mongers 
whining about what a wicked Jew-hater 
you are and telling them that in order to 
maintain their reputation in the eyes of 
right thinking men and women you 
should be punished for your heresy? 

And how did the US come to invade 
Iraq, did they stage 9/11 using 19 Arab 
Mossad agents, or did they simply lie 
about weapons of mass destruction after 
the event? 

Here's a clue: Occam's Razor. 

Happy New Year by the way, and 
hopefully a lucid one: 

http ://www.infotextmanuscripts.org/oth 
er_greetings jdl.html 

From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 


Sent: Thursday, 3 January 2013 12:27 
PM 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
Cc: ‘Adelaide Institute’ 
Subject: Fighting official 
theories 

Alexander 

1. Yes, you have a funny world view - 
fractured and somewhat amusing. 

2. If you know how unjustly the German 
law handles individuals who have the 
courage to think about official narratives 
of clear-cut physical happenings and 
that they know are false, then you, too, 
would challenge such unjust systems 
because it is our moral and intellectual 
duty to fight injustices - often perhaps 
on selfish grounds. Living on a lie erodes 
basic trust, this then erodes 
relationships and societies begin to rot, 
etc. Your journey to the Iranian 
Holocaust conference in December 2006 
was surely prompted by such motives, 
i.e. to fight and to clarify a bundle of 
officially proscribed lies. 

3. But you know all that...suffice to say 
in German courts, and now elsewhere, 
matters of fact surrounding matters 
‘Holocaust-Shoah’ are totally irrelevant 
because a law states it is illegal to ask 
questions or to doubt aspects of the 
official narrative. It doesn’t matter 
whether the event physically happened 
or not — law is law! 

4. It amuses me how individuals accept 
the official, and often contradictory, 
narrative of 9/11, and it saddens me 
that it is accepted by some as an 
orthodox view when the 
physical/scientific evidence contradicts it 
- much like the Holocaust-Shoah 
narrative. What immediately comes to 
mind about 9/11 are some extraneous 
factors that disturb the official narrative, 
the official conspiracy theory, such as 
Atta’s passport, the missing black 
boxes, the reason why _ Silverstein 
decided to pull Building 7, and most 
importantly of all the fact that the two 
towers came down_ in_ controlled 
demolition style. The planes and their 
purported function in the 9/11 narrative 
then become irrelevant in any further 
discussion. Now we want to know who 
wired the three buildings for a controlled 
demolition. To date it’s all speculation, 
save for Building 7 because Silverstein 
admitted he decided to ‘pull’ the building 
down. 

5. And now the latest pattern of 
oppression follows on from Holocaust 
and 9/11 - Global Warming: 

Have a view of ‘Austrian Prof: global 
warming deniers should be 
sentenced to death’. 


conspiracy 
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http: //tallbloke.wordpress.com/20 
12/12/24/prof-richard-parncutt- 
death-penalty-for-global-warming- 
deniers/#comment-39639 

Fredrick 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Thursday, 3 January 2013 10:15 
PM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Cc: BradleySmith; Butz  ArthurR. 
Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories 

The big difference as I pointed out in my 
article that was too hot for both Bradley 
Smith and someone else I won't name is 
that it is NOT illegal to question 9/11, 
indeed it is healthy. It is also healthy to 
question the loonies who denounce the 
official narrative simply because it is the 
official one. 

The official narrative is also that Michael 
Jackson is dead, that Neil Armstrong 
walked on the Moon and that drinking 
too much alcohol can get you drunk or 
even kill you. How far do you want to 
take this nonsense? 

As for below, the mere fact that you 
would parrot this nonsense about Larry 
Silverstein proves only that you have 
done no research WHATSOVER on 9/11, 
you are simply parroting conspiracy 
cranks. All the credible evidence, all of 
it, supports the official narrative that 19 
men armed with boxcutters perpetrated 
9/11. How the Bush Administration 
exploited that and how — Zionist 
wirepullers in high places covered up the 
truth (ie the professed motives of Atta 
and co) is also a matter of record. 

Check out some of the real facts about 
9/11 before you make an even bigger 
fool of yourself. Start here: 

http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=KCni 
HhzAIZM 

Please don't send me anymore of this 
nonsense until you have seen reason. 
You're not putting your freedom on the 
line by pushing this 9/11 "truth" 
nonsense, you are jeopardising both 
your own reputation and the good name 
of Holocaust Revisionism as a dissident 
historical discipline. 

4. It amuses me how individuals accept 
the official, and often contradictory, 
narrative of 9/11, and it saddens me 
that it is accepted by some as an 
orthodox view when the 
physical/scientific evidence contradicts it 
- much like the Holocaust-Shoah 
narrative. What immediately comes to 
mind about 9/11 are some extraneous 
factors that disturb the official narrative, 
the official conspiracy theory, such as 
Atta’s passport, the missing black 


boxes, the reason why Silverstein 
decided to pull Building 7, and most 
importantly of all the fact that the two 
towers came down_ in_ controlled 
demolition style. The planes and their 
purported function in the 9/11 narrative 
then become irrelevant in any further 
discussion. Now we want to know who 
wired the three buildings for a controlled 
demolition. To date it’s all speculation, 
save for Building 7 because Silverstein 
admitted he decided to ‘pull’ the building 
down. 

From: Fredrick Toben 
[mailto:toben@toben.biz] 

Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013 2:28 PM 
To: ‘ALEXANDER BARON' 


Cc: ‘Adelaide Institute’; 
‘zapdaddy.arthur@gmail.com'; ‘Bradley 
Smith' 


Subject: RE: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Please note this email has been sent 
through Fredrick Toében’s list — if 
you wish to be taken off this list, 
please advise — forthwith! 

1. Your harsh tone, Alexander, indicates 
a confusion and a lack of focus as is 
suggested by your use of the concepts 
‘loonies’, ‘reputation and good name’, 
which to me deflect from the nitty-gritty 
of things and introduces the aspect of 
shouting/threatening individuals into 
silence, i.e. it works with those who still 
respond to such rhetorical trickery. 
Perhaps you could also be describing 
yourself here as someone who believes 
in his own propaganda! If you evaluate 
your writings as ‘too hot’ for individuals, 
then there is another explanation 
available as to why the article was 
rejected: the premise on which you 
rested the whole screed was not 
convincingly but confusingly presented. 
2. The fact that you are running with 
the official 9/11conspiracy narrative - 
that a bunch of Arabic-speaking 
hijackers perpetrated the act — but that 
you reject the official Holocaust 
narrative indicates to more discerning 
and wiser minds that you have as yet 
not connected the common dots, and 
this is how I read Bradley Smith’s 
comment justifying his rejection of your 
article. In any case, I do not deserve the 
attention you have given me in the 
article and perhaps you should try 
bringing in the heavies of Revisionism - 
Butz, Faurisson, Rudolf, Graf, Mattogno, 
Kues, ZUndel, et al. 

3. In this battle-of-the-wills exercise I 
do not label individuals who express 
their beliefs and opinions as ‘loonies’ or 
other such derogatory names because 


that does not help to clarify the issues 
at hand. 

4. Also, because I am firmly fixed in the 
physical as well as in the metaphysical 
world I try to balance the two by looking 
for discrepancies in what is offered as an 
explanation for some physical event - 
such as the official narrative, i.e. the 
9/11 enquiry report. I also have about 
120 flying hours in small planes and am 
thus conversant with natural forces that 
I have no control over but that I 
embrace and utilise with a man-made 
object. I am thus aware of my physical 
and mental limitations whenever I 
interact with Nature, and I much respect 
Nature’s firm limitations imposed upon 
my activities. For example, those 
pushing the Global Warming ideology 
are furious when suggestions are made 
that their alarmist endeavours need to 
be scrutinised for factual truth content 
and not merely rely only upon computer 
modelling. 

5. I have not had an opportunity of 
confronting Larry Silverstein and to 
probe his significant comment about 
having pulled Building 7, and so I accept 
it at face value. But your below 
comment about the issue does not assist 
in clarifying, let alone in explaining, who 
wired Building 7 for controlled 
demolition. This event is like the Krema 
II function at Auschwitz-Birkenau and 
remains quite critical for understanding 


the overarching explanation made: 
gassing-extermination and planes- 
terrorism. 

6. You mention the Bush 


administration/Zionist wirepullers ‘in 
high places’ exploiting Atta’s professed 
motives being on the record —- but that’s 
the official conspiracy narrative, which I 
reject especially because of its nonsense 
claims in particular the ‘discovery’ of 
Atta’s passport. It is so reminiscent of 
the ‘Holocaust-Shoah’ survivor stories 
that when you look closer at the 
physical evidence most of them 
disintegrate into mere puffery. I recall 
the nonsense claim that Osama _ Bin 
Laden was killed last year when in fact 
this myth had to be abandoned on 
account of its obvious fabrication. Think 
of the WMD, the Kuwaiti incubator story, 
etc. Faurisson reminds us how the 
‘Holocaust’ story keeps on changing 
directly proportional to  Revisionist 
breakthroughs. Then important facts 
disappear, for example, in 1996 the de- 
commissioning of Krema I as a 
homicidal gas chamber, then’ the 
removal after the 1988 Ztndel Toronto 
trial of the 20 plaques that mentioned 
the 4 million deaths. This is happening 
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with 9/11 as well, for example the 
official narrative has dropped the 
discovery of a car containing an Arabic 
flight instruction manual and a Koran. 

7. I don’t understand your use of the 
concept ‘high places’. For me there are 
no ‘low’ or ‘high places’ and I reject the 
class system as a false consciousness 


proposition that has no value in 
explaining matters, certainly not 
anything in Holocaust or 9/11. For 


example, I know a history lecturer at 
The University of Adelaide who 
intimidates students - those who let 
themselves be intimidated - by blocking 
certain questions concerning the official 
Holocaust-Shoah conspiracy theory, i.e. 
that Germans did bad things to Jews. He 
focuses on a transgressing student with 
a fierce look, then states: ‘Your question 
borders on the offensive!’ I am pleased 
to see that you have not yet reached 
this stage re 9/11 but you certainly have 
reached Schopenhauer’s first stage of 
ridicule. Shall I await your next email 
expecting a tongue-lashing from you? 

8. I like the candles and flowers as a 
backdrop to Chris Mohr’s exposition of 
the official conspiracy theory that 
controlled demolition didn’t cause the 
three buildings to collapse - 
http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=KCni 
HhzAIZM. What he presents is not 
convincing and reminds me of how 
homicidal gassing advocates realized 
that The Rudolf Report needed to be 
suppressed on account of its supporting 
and explaining natural scientific 
processes. If you compare controlled 
demolitions with the demolition of the 
three buildings, then no amount of 
verbiage - the overarching narrative - 
will blind even the non-scientist as to 
what happened. Remember how the 
Scholastics got bogged down 
philosophically when they tried to 
account for the relationship between the 
particular and the universal by 
postulating a problem: How many 
angels fit on a pin-head? 

9. Perhaps in time 9/11 matters will face 
the evil forces of censorship as is a fact 
with matters Holocaust-Shoah, or 
ridicule as in 
http://www.corbettreport.com/911-a- 
conspiracy-theory/. 

Didn’t Schopenhauer remind us how 
truth emerges in three phases: first it is 
ridiculed, then it is violently opposed, 
and finally it is accepted as a given? 

10. So my dear Alexander, it looks as if 
you and I have a different view on the 
physical happenings of 9/11 and its 
official conspiracy theory -_ the 
overarching narrative - that set the new 


dialectic for global governance, namely 
it replaced the worn-out Capitalism 
versus Communism dialectic with 
Capitalism/democracy/freedom versus 
Terrorism/Islam/Muslims/Arabs. 
Fredrick Tében 

Adelaide —- 4 January 2013 - 

a. currently in Australia’s northern 
sweltering sunshine, and fearing global 
warming is upon us - until the next 
change in the weather, which I predict 
will drop temperatures as well. I assume 
you did view Prof. Richard Parncutt: 
Death Penalty for Global Warming 
Deniers? 

b. Revisionists have had such threats 
made against them and only two days 
ago Gunter Deckert began another 5 
months prison term at Mannheim 
because he refuses to believe in the 
rubbish that’s contained in the official 
Holocaust-Shoah_ narrative, and he 
continues to ask questions. 

c. By the way, ‘Holocaust’ will now 
compulsorily be taught in Australian 
schools — New South Wales. That such 
courses are highly offensive because 
they teach hatred of Germans is never 
addressed. Claiming it was the evil Nazis 
and not the Germans who did the evil 
deeds is a ruse that enables Germans to 
feed their pathological guilt complex and 
continue to distance themselves from 
this important period of distorted history 
without understanding what happened 
and thereby leaving it to the falsifiers of 
historical records, again much like the 
9/11 official conspiracy narrative. Just 
look at the individuals who support it 
and you will understand why _ they 
support it. 

d. It is much like those who claim 
Zionists are not Jews, then criticise 
Israel, for whatever reason, which is a 
Jewish state. This gives Jews and their 
supporters a chance to extricate 
themselves from the failed Zionist 
project called Israel. That this defence is 
also breaking down is a result, among 
other things, of truth emerging about 
how Israel was created. Hence the 
defenders of Israel are more than ever 
using the sword of ‘antisemitism’ and 
‘racism’ to deflect legitimate criticism of 
this state. But = again bearing 
Schopenhauer in mind the frenzy of 
name-calling will escalate until the world 
will appear to be full of ‘xenophobes’, 
‘antisemites’, ‘racists’ and ‘Holocaust 
deniers’, and draconian legal and social 
and economic oppression will need to be 
implemented, i.e. if Israel is to survive 
as a European colonial enclave in the 
Middle East. 


e. Just the other day the claim that 
most Germans are ‘secret antisemites’ 
was made by “Tenenbom (who) runs a 
Jewish theatre company in New York 
and writes columns for German, Italian 
and Israeli newspapers ..."In 1945 it was 
reduced to ashes, it was nothing, and 
Germany built itself all the way to the 
top today, it's the strongest, richest 
country in Europe. And my hope is that 
Germany will rebuild itself also mentally 
on the issue of anti-Semitism and that 
from Germany will come the light unto 
the nations.’” - 
http://www. ynetnews.com/articles/0,73 
40,L-4324254,00.html. 

f. Recently in the news from Greece we 
witnessed the bizarre spectacle where 
protesters dressed up in ‘Nazi’ uniforms 
to show their contempt for German 
chancellor Angela Merkel who is 
anything but a_ real German in 
sentiment. So, Germans need to learn 
the lesson George Kausch postulates in 
his book: Die unbequeme Nation: 
2000 Jahre  Wirtschafts- und 
Religionskrieg gegen die Deutschen 
wherein he traces the history of the 
Germanic-Teutonic mindset and where 
basic values of fearlessness, cleanliness, 
honesty and hard work oppose the 
economic and religious wars with which 
Germans have had to contend over 
these past two thousand years. In this 
context the ‘Holocaust-Shoah’ 
mythology is ideally suited to castrate 
the German mind through an artificial- 
propaganda trick called ‘Holocaust- 
Shoah’. 

I am reminded of what Judge Wilhelm 
Staglich said when watered-down 
defamation laws were adapted and used 
to construct specific ‘Holocaust’ laws 
designed to protect the official narrative 
that Germans during World War Two 
systematically | state-sponsored the 
extermination of six million European 
Jews in homicidal gas chambers: ‘If only 
as hundred judges refused to implement 
the new laws that criminalised 
questioning the official Holocaust-Shoah 
narrative, then the imprisonment of 
dissenters would stop’. 

Unfortunately, to date the law continues 
to imprison those who ‘defame the 
memory of the dead’; but mind you, 
only the memory of dead Jews while 
others are conveniently forgotten. A 
nation that does not honour its dead is 
dead. 

g. I wonder how much truth-content is 
in the following item about Jews seeking 
to colonise the German state of 
Thiringen with the aim of making 
Germany’s classic cultural city of 
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Weimar its capital: 
http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=fgms 
L6zSldg . This will cause consternation 
among Germans who refuse to submit 
to barbaric genital mutilation- 
circumcision-child abuse and _ kosher 
slaughter, among other things, such as 
the use of the Talmudic-Marxist 
death/slave dialectic as opposed to the 
Hegelian life-giving dialectic. It is on 
these grounds that I concur with Lady 
Michele Renouf and her call that Jews 
re-settle in their Russian homeland of 
Birobidzhan - the Jewish Autonomous 
Oblast - where they are free to impose 
their value system on their own kind. If 
Jews live as a minority in any country, 
then it is their duty to do in Rome as the 
Romans do, and not undermine the 
social-legal-economic-financial fabric 
through hypocritical human rights 
legislation whereby they gain the upper 
hand through the host letting itself be 
corrupted. Although faced with much 
criticism over it I still maintain my 
maxim is valid: ‘Don’t only blame the 
Jews, blame those that bend to their 
pressure’. 

h. But talking about truth as an absolute 
value reminds me _ of the latest 
revelation about Jewish life in Ancient 
Persia. Now that modern Israel didn’t 
reveal its hidden mysteries confirming 
ancient Jewish life in the Holy Land, 
there is a new discovery - and it 
explains why Taliban needed to be 
subdued, why death and destruction had 
to be inflicted on the peoples of the 
Middle East and beyond! - 
http://www.timesofisrael.com/national- 
library-unveils-trove-of-medieval- 
manuscripts-uncovered-in-taliban- 
caves/. 

Perhaps Osama Bin Laden was hiding 
more Jewish treasures.... Such is the 
sadness of those who are seeking a 
physical identity when their mental one 
is fabricated and cannot stand the truth- 
test! Will the Afghans and Iranians now 
be made to pay their ‘Holocaust-Shoah’ 
tax as have the Germans for decades? 
No wonder the fragility of Jewish life can 
be so easily offended and their life’s 
appreciation diminished when the truth- 
test is applied to their fanciful assertions 
and claims of suffering and of their self- 
claimedsuperiority, i.e. chosen by God. 
What a cheek! No wonder Jews feign 
hurt feelings and accuse others of 
hatred when they themselves are the 
haters, as in my case - Jeremy Jones, 
Steven Lewis, Robert Goot, Steven 
Rothman, Peter Wertheim, et al. No 
wonder they were out to bankrupt me 
and to stop me from functioning, which 


they did on 24 September 2012. But 
this will not stop the disintegration of 
the Jewish entity of Israel, and then this 
entity is claiming Iran is destabilising 
the Middle East when in fact it is doing 
the war mongering on account of being 
a foreign growth within the Middle East - 
http://www.timesofisrael.com/iran-has- 
not-yet-crossed-red-line-pm-tells- 
ambassadors/. 

i. And while I am at it, I ask the 
question: Why won't they let him rest? 
Who is HIM? Yes, of course it is Adolf 
Hitler, the man who dared stand up to 
the power structures on whose coattails 
Jewish interest manifested itself. Sadly 


Palestinian and Middle Eastern 
politicians have had their minds 
perverted whenever they equate 
ZIONISM =NAZISM. A huge difference 
exists between these two _ political 
systems, and the main ones I 
mentioned above concern National 
Socialism: no genital mutilation- 


circumcision, no kosher slaughter, no 
international predatory capitalism at the 
expense of national interests, upholding 
moral values such as_ truth-telling, 
cleanliness-hard work, and celebrating 
the basic family unit as an essential of 
any healthy society. Adolf was after 
national uplifting while the 
internationalists are after exploitation, 
then seeking refuge from _ justified 
retribution. No-one wishes to be robbed 
of their own wealth and treasures. 
http: //www.timesofisrael.com/for 
mer-jewish-neighbor-of-hitler- 
writes-memoir/. 

I have reached the point where I view 
individuals who defame Adolf Hitler as 
either being ignorant of the facts, lying 
or both. Of course, I make the same 
claim about matters ‘Holocaust-Shoah’ - 
those who claim truth-content and seek 
to anchor it in legal concrete are either 
ignorant of the physical facts, lying or 
both. It’s as simple as that! 

j- Finally, Alexander, I note that since 
9/11 the average American has become 
quiet when overseas, noticeably 
subdued, and this reminds me of a 
nation dying, as was East Germany and 
the Soviet Union and its dependencies 
that I visited during the 1970s: the 
people’s soul had been enslaved by the 
ideology of Marxist dialectic materialism, 
which we have re-badged and now call 
‘freedom and democracy’ - citizens 
under the Marxist-Talmudic yoke had 
become the walking dead. So, too, it will 
be with the New World Order that is 
crystallising itself before our very eyes 
where the added impact of predatory 
capitalism is killing body, mind and soul, 


and where repression will be the order 
of the day. 

What follows is graphic in its detail and 
spot-on in its choice available to us. The 
US economy is having problems and the 
following lessons put things into 
perspective. I note that your writings on 
this topic are always lucid, which I 
appreciate, but let me say that your 
9/11 embrace is pure folly: 

Lesson # 1: 

*U.S. Tax revenue: $2,170,000,000,000 
*Fed budget: $3,820,000,000,000 

*New debt: $1,650,000,000,000 
*National debt:$14,271,000,000,000 
*Recent budget cuts: $38,500,000,000 
Let's now remove eight zeros and 
pretend it's a household budget: 
*Annual family income: $21,700 
*Money the family spent: $38,200 

*New debt on the credit card: $16,500 
*Outstanding balance on the credit 
card: $142,710 

*Total budget cuts so far: $38.50 
Lesson # 2: 

Here's another way to look at the Debt 
Ceiling: Let's say, you come home from 
work and find there has been a sewer 
backup in your neighbourhood....and 
your home has sewage all the way up to 
your ceilings. What do you think you 
should do ...... raise the ceilings or 
remove the shit? 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013 10:45 PM 
To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Look, I don't have the time to debate 
this idiocy ad infinitum. That bloke Sault 
is a total fruitcake. Apparently all the 
aggravation I've suffered over the years 
is to boost my street cred. 

If you don't accept all their lunatic 
claims about this grand conspiracy you 
must be part of it. 

I will just take two points - Silverstein. 
That claim is too silly for words. Check 
out the truth about Building 7. 

"6. You mention the Bush 
administration/Zionist wirepullers ‘in 
high places’ exploiting Atta’s professed 
motives being on the record - but that’s 
the official conspiracy narrative" 

No, it is not! They went out of their way 
not to mention Palestine. 

Really, do your homework and you will 
see the sheer impossibility of the claims 
of the misnamed Truthers. 
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From: Butz Arthur R. 
zapdaddy.arthur@qmail.com 

Sent: Saturday, 5 January 2013 9:59 
AM 

To: ALEXANDER BARON 

Cc: Peter Wakefield 
BradleySmith; FredrickToben 
Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Mr. Baron: 

Please stop sending me your emails. 
Sincerely, 

Arthur R. Butz 

On Jan 4, 2013, at 4:46 AM, 
ALEXANDER BARON wrote: 

Sure, and I also sat down with the 
original Elders of Zion and King Solomon 
back in 929BC. 

Dr Toben, one the pioneers’ of 
contemporary Revisionism, has now left 
academe to join the circus, and has 
really found himself a freak show. By 
the way, Alexander Baron IS my real 
name. 

That was the name on the warrant when 
the police came to arrest me and seize 
my computer last month, 

the fifth such seizure since 1993 and 
probably some sort of record. Obviously 
my controller forgot to 

tell them who I am. 

Pillock 


Sault; 


From: Peter Wakefield Sault 
<peter.sault@odeion.org> 

To: Fredrick Toben <toben@toben.biz>; 
"ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 


Cc: ‘Adelaide Institute’ 
<info@adelaideinstitute.org>; 
zapdaddy.arthur@gmail.com; ‘Bradley 


Smith' <bradleyi930@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013, 9:50 
Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

I detect a crypto-zionist, Fredrick. It's 
the Mossad-style language that gives 
this "Alexander Baron" (not his real 
name) fellow away. Haven't we been on 
the receiving end of one of his loads of 
bollocks before? 

Peter 

From: Fredrick Toben 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 

Cc: "Peter Wakefield Sault’ 
<peter.sault@odeion.org>; ‘Paul V. 
Sheridan’ <pvsheridan@wowway.com> 
Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013, 19:04 
Subject: RE: Fighting official conspiracy 


theories - 

HAPPY 2013 
Alexander - 
1. You miss the point and do not seem 
to know much_~ about controlled 
demolitions - no buildings self-implode, 
with jet-fuel at that! Hence the 
Silverstein claim is valid - until you can 
get him to retract it. But then you still 
have to explain to the world how 
Building 7 collapsed when it was not hit 
by a plane. There was a suggestion that 
some office papers fuelled the flames - 
yes, someone seriously made this claim. 
2. I am amazed how your whole world 
view is shaking and fracturing by having 
to face up to this huge _ official 
conspiracy theory - and the parallels 
with Holocaust-Auschwitz lies are 
striking where the story changes as the 
physical facts are exposed. 

3. You do not seem to know much about 
the complexities involving global 
dialectic processes that establish world 
dogmas, which themselves may be 
‘idiocies’ but the enquiring process that 
attempts to explain them certainly is 
not. 

4. I note you are already beginning to 
sound like those individuals who 
predicted my bankruptcy, i.e. attacking 
the person rather than the argument 
offered. By using terms such as ‘idiocy’ 
and ‘their lunatic claims’ you are merely 
huffing-and-puffing and venting your 
frustrations perhaps because you are 
being challenged - remember, this is 
also the Holocaust believers’ problem: 
you embrace a belief, then you find it’s 
been a lie. So, what do you do? Admit 
you have believed in a lie for decades” 
Some can’t handle it and become 
abusive and so shoot the messenger 
and then continue to scapegoat those 
who bring the factual information that 
explains accurately what happened. i.e. 
the three buildings were brought down 
by controlled demolition, and during 
World War Two Germans did not do any 
homicidal gassings. Both incidents would 
contravene basic physical laws of nature 
- and so, Alexander, your own 
conspiracy theory collapses, i.e. that a 
bunch of Arabic-speaking men conspired 
to do 9/11. Notice how you now have 
become a conspiracy ‘nut’ defending 
your own conspiracy theory that has 
government/legal protection! 


and more musings for a 


Cheers and good luck with your 
endeavours in protecting the official 
conspiracy theory of 9/11. 

Fredrick 


PS: Below I attach an email from Paul 
Sheridan and I assume _ you _ also 
received this copy: 


From: Paul V. Sheridan 

[mailto: pvsheridan@wowway.com] 
Sent: Saturday, 5 January 2013 4:05 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben; 'ALEXANDER 
BARON' 

Cc: ‘Adelaide Institute’; 
zapdaddy.arthur@gmail.com; 
Smith’ 

Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Fredrick: 

Good to hear from you. 

Anyone that sends you a video that 
contains (@2:25) a statement such as 
"In 1993 there was a terrorist bombing 
of the World Trade Center" is, quite 
frankly, a waste of your time.* 

What's clear from this rambling. 
babbling, Angel-at-the-Fence arm-waver 
is that he has probably never been to 
my hometown of NYC, and he certainly 
was never been in ANY of the WTC 
buildings - and he, ~= and _ his 
manicured/pedicured friends, certainly 
never made a living in structural steel 
(such as yours truly). 

Let me go about it this way .. . in 1973 
while working on the construction of 
West Point Military Academy ‘Cadet 
Activities Center’ (aka Eisenhower Hall) 
I was party to discussions involving the 
use of small nuclear devices. These were 
BRIEFLY discussed for some of the more 
time-consuming and_ difficult Hudson 
River bluff excavations (solid granite). 
The devices were known to exist, and 
were a technical result of Operation 
Plowshare. When the locals in Highland 


‘Bradley 


Falls, NY got wind of the mere 
discussion; well . . . that was that (as 
they say). 


In other words, Richard Gage, who I 
know personally, is correct about the 
evidence he is focused upon, but not 
completely correct in his conclusion; 
especially regarding the sub-basements. 
The guy in the video is also a waste of 
time. 

Paul 

* When I discussed the DETAILS of this 
item with the "famous" prosecutor of 
Lee Harvey Oswald, Mr. Vincent 
Bugliosi, he decided to end _ our 
"conversation." I was requesting, given 
his overwelming accomplishment of 
prosecuting a dead guy, that he 
prosecute a person your new Angel-at- 
the-Fence arm-waver type friends were 
claiming, at that point, was alive. See: 
http://links.veronicachapman.com/OBLN 
oHardEvidence-Ithaca_Journal.pdf 
Perhaps, given that latter "was alive" 
tidbit, I was premature with Vince?! 
See: 
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http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=yuC 
4mGTs98 (5 minutes) 

But more specifically, this new Angel-at- 
the-Fence arm-waver babbles "dissident 
historical discipline"? Okay ... well... 
my EXACT footnote 's' of 15Sep2008 to 
Vince is cut-n-pasted here: 

[1]" [s] In 1993 current Homeland 
Security czar Michael Chertoff was 
defense lawyer for Magdy El-Amir in the 
case of The State of New Jersey vs. 
American Preferred Provider Plan 
(APPP). El-Amir’s APPP was caught 
siphoning-off Medicaid funds to terrorist 
organizations. Evidence proved that El- 
Amir had financed the blind sheikh Omar 
Abdel-Rahman, the alleged mastermind 
of the 1993 van bombing of the WTC. 
El-Amir was also the focus of the FBI 
sting called Operation Diamondback 
which investigated weapons sales to 
Osama bin’ Laden. Chertoff had 
successfully shielded El-Amir from 
indictment, who was later granted safe 
passage to Egypt. The presiding judge in 
the case against El-Amir was Michael 
Mukasey, now the head of the DOJ, the 
current U.S. Attorney General. See Big 
Wedding: 9/11, the Whistle-Blowers and 
the Cover-up. ‘In any case, can I borrow 
your cell phone; this 757 does not have 
airphones, and Barbara asked me to call 
Ken to remind him of our lunch date in 
the District with these five non-israeli 
non-jew “art students" who will be 
arriving from Liberty Park, NJ: Oded 
Ellner, Paul Kurzberg, Sivan Kurzberg, 
Omer Marmari and Yaron Shmuel (?).’ 


From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Saturday, 5 January 2013 5:57 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Cc: Butz = ArthurR.; BradleySmith 
Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

I have no intention of debating this 
nonsense any further because you have 
done not the slighest research, which is 
why you are_ still parroting that 
Silverstein piffle. You can keep on 
parroting it for all I care, and for all the 
German Government cares, though at 
some point you might be carted off to 
the funny farm. 

I put this together 

http://www. infotextmanuscripts.org/lero 
y_cool 16.html 

it's only a cartoon but it shows how 
ludicrous your claims are. 

The other big difference between this 
garbage and Holocaust Revisionism is 
that in order to supplant the official 
narrative you need not simply to nitpick 
but to supply a better paradigm, which 
the Revisionists have done. 


When you have done this, supplied: 


the plan 

the budget 

how the hijackers were recruited 

who planted these non-existent 
explosives 


and a lot more besides, then you will 
have something to offer. 

Your bloke Sault is a total nutter, and 
the sort Organised Jewry love because 
they can smear you with guilt by 
association. You, but not me. Now 
please, no more. Life is too short and 
currently I have a massive project to 
complete: 
http://www.infotextmanuscripts.org/we 
bb/ 

From: Fredrick Toben 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 

Cc: zapdaddy.arthur@gmail.com; 
‘Bradley Smith' 
<bradleyi930@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013, 21:24 
Subject: RE: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Alexander - you go and continue to 
defend the official conspiracy theory - 
moving from one particular to another - 
but time will have it demolished because 
controlled demolition did the job, then 
you will be faced with the question: who 
wired the buildings? - but continue on 
your project and work out how many 
angels fit on a pinhead. 

Cheers 

Fredrick 

From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 

Sent: Saturday, 5 January 2013 8:26 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Nazis put Jews in camps. Fumigate 
clothes with Zyklon B to reduce death 
rate from typhus and at the same time 
exterminate them with same gas. That I 
find weird. 

Planes crash into buildings, which burn 
and then collapse, then another burns 
for seven hours and collapses. Case 
opened and closed. Ask a real engineer. 
Did you know by the way that some of 
these idiots actually believe there were 
no planes that day? Run _ no-planers 
through our search engine and see what 
you get. Why don't you go the whole 
hog and join the Flat Earth Society? 
From: ALEXANDER BARON 
[mailto:a_baron@btinternet.com] 


Sent: Saturday, 5 January 2013 8:37 
AM 

To: Fredrick Toben 

Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

We can believe probably 99% of what 
the government tells us. By the same 
token, human and chimps share 99% of 
DNA, which means that 1% is very 
important. 

Concentrate on that, not on these idiots 
who would have you believe the Moon is 
made of green cheese just because the 
government says it isn't. 

Now please, no more. 

From: Fredrick Toben 
<toben@toben.biz> 

To: 'ALEXANDER BARON' 
<a_baron@btinternet.com> 

Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013, 22:02 
Subject: RE: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

No need to get stupid with your 
comments-musings, Alexander, but face 
the facts. 

I go with Balzac - >>In the first half of 
the 19th Century, Honoré de Balzac 
(1799-1850) pointed out that there are 
two kinds of world history. One is 
official, falsified and designed to be 
taught in the schools, while the other is 
the real and = secret history that 
accurately depicts world events. Balzac’s 
appraisal illuminates the fact there have 
always been powerful groups that direct 
politics from behind the scenes and 
make certain that the great majority are 
kept ignorant of their machinations. 
When truth-seekers present evidence of 
deception and bring the true story to 
light, they are dismissed as “conspiracy 
theorists” who are not to be taken 
seriously - and they are always 
persecuted in one way or another.<< 
Fredrick 

From: Peter Wakefield 
[mailto: peter.sault@odeion.org] 
Sent: Saturday, 5 January 2013 4:15 
PM 

To: Paul V. Sheridan; Fredrick Toben; 
"ALEXANDER BARON' 

Cc: 'Peter Wakefield Sault’ 

Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

And then, would you believe, the BBC - 
whose vast archives exceed the Vatican 
Index - claimed it had *lost* the footage 
of Ms Standley's prophecy moment. The 
BBC had never lost footage before in its 
long career as the public propaganda 
arm of MI6. Apparently they still don't 


Sault 
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understand home video recorders let 
alone the Internet. I have my own 
archive copy - perhaps I should offer it 
to the BBC to replace the one they claim 
to have lost. What do you think? 

From: Anthony Lawson 
[mailto:lawson911@gmail.com] 

Sent: Friday, 4 January 2013 3:07 PM 
To: Fredrick Toben 

Cc: ALEXANDER BARON; Adelaide 
Institute; zapdaddy.arthur@gmail.com; 
Bradley Smith 

Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Hello Fredrick, My question is: Why are 
you wasting your time responding to 
Alexander Baron's ravings? Take care, 
Anthony 


On 4 January 2013 10:57, Fredrick 
Toben <toben@toben.biz> wrote: 
Please note this email has been sent 
From: Paul V. Sheridan 

mailto: pysheridan@wowway.com] 

Sent: Saturday, January 5, 2013 03:58 
AM To: 'Fredrick Toben', "ALEXANDER 
BARON" Cc: "Peter Wakefield Sault" 
Subject: Re: Fighting official conspiracy 
theories - and more musings for a 
HAPPY 2013 

Fredrick: 

Please see: 
http://links.veronicachapman.com/Larry 


sPlace-1.pdf 


A photo from the FEMA helicopter .. . 
Note that Osama managed to have 
WTC-1 (aka the North Tower) jump over 
WTC-6, but NOT collapse THAT building, 
set a few brush fires in WTC-7 (which 
was to the north of WTC-6 on the other 
side of Vessy Street) . . . which then 
collapsed at 5:20 pm... . which, of 
course, was AFTER the BBC said it had 
already collapsed (??!!). 

http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=ItP2t 
Qng9fI (3 minutes) 

That Osama bin Laden . . . he's quite 
the gentleman, eh? 'had the courtesy to 
call Jane Standley and let her know 
about WTC-7; gave her the proverbial 
scoop so-to-speak... 


Paul 
Thus endeth an email exchange 
whereby contentious matters 


hopefully were clarified through a 
free and fearless exchange of ideas 
and opinions - based on factual 
evidence... 

But there are individuals working on 
strategies designed to stop such a 
free flow of information. 

Why? It’s perhaps a normal human 
endeavour, a basic battle-of-the- 
wills and a matter of basic values 
clarification. 

That is why it is important to 
safeguard the mechanism whereby 
truth emerges as unhindered as 
possible, and to expose the 


From our 1993 Archives 


fabricators and liars for what they 
are. 

The Holocaust-Shoah and 9/11 are 
prime examples of liars and slaved 
doing their best to hide the truth, 
thereby ensuring that individuals 
die morally, mentally and 
spiritually. No society can function 
properly where truth is not the 


cornerstone of its foundation. 


- read , again, and draw parallels with the attempt to set in legal concrete the 
Climate Change=Human Activity hypothesis 


* KX 


What do we really know about AIDS? 
News Weekly, September 11, 1993 


Is AIDS caused by a virus known as 
HIV? The early and_ continuing 
consensus among medical scientists 
is that indeed it is. However, a small 
but growing group of specialists 
believes that this consensus was 
premature, and that the HIV-AIDS 
link is not as clear cut as first 
believed. These dissenters count 
among their numbers some 
of America's leading scientists. They 
are not unanimous in anything 
except the belief that the HIV-AIDS 
link has as yet to be _ properly 
established. In fact, their opinions 
on what causes AIDS vary widely. 
Some believe that HIV is implicated 
but does not act on its own; others 
such as Dr Peter Duisberg, the 
Professor of Molecular Biology at 
the University of California — and 


the most well-known’ of the 
dissenters —believes that HIV is 
simply a marker of = high-risk 
behaviour, that it is basically 


harmless, that it has been present 
in human populations for eons, and 


that AIDS is probably the result of 
the frenzied sexual activity and 
accompanying drug-taking which 
characterised the homosexual 
‘bathhouse scene' over the past two 
decades. 

He argues that anal intercourse, 
rampant veneral disease (and 
consequent taking of huge and 
continued doses of antibiotics), the 
use of carcinogenic and mutagenic 
drugs to improve sexual 
performance, and the widespread 
abuse of narcotics all will lead to a 
suppression of the immune-system. 
Moreover, the powerful drug AZT 
provides to assist sufferers, is 
actually ‘AIDS by 
prescription’. News Weeklyis not 
endorsing the views of these 
dissenters because it is not a 
specialist scientific magazine with 
the biomedical expertise to weigh 
the evidence. However, it is familiar 
with what has happened to anyone 
who has-~ deviated from the 
‘orthodox’ view of AIDS enunciated 


by governments in thrall to the 
AIDS lobby. 

As FREDRICK TOBEN Ph D, here 
argues, if AIDS is to be beaten, then 
a return to _ objective scientific 
methods is indispensable. 

The Media assumes that HIV causes 
AIDS. There's no reason for them to 
accept this hypothesis because scientific 
research as early as 1983 'established' 
this link. French scientist Luc Montagnier 
reported his discoveries during 1983, 
and in early 1984, US scientist Robert 
Gallo reached the same conclusion. In 


March 1985, the first test to detect the 


"AIDS virus' in human blood became 
available. 
Besides screening blood for HIV, 


authorities all over the world began to 
launch massive sex-health campaigns. 
Safe sex, in the form of a condom, and 
needles sterilisation programs began to 
consume millions of dollars. Predictions 
based on the HIV-AIDS theory were also 
made. By the end of the century — so 
the experts said —AIDS would not only 
decimate the homosexual communities 
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but also devastate mainstream 
heterosexual societies. These wild 
predictions have so far not come to 
pass. 


While governments, under the sway of 
the vociferous AIDS lobby, spent 
millions on AIDS prevention programs, a 
number of scientists — in truly scientific 
enquiry style — began to question the 
validity of the prevailing HIV-AIDS 
hypothesis. In 1992, this small group of 
scientists wished to have the following 
four-sentence letter published in a 
number of prominent scientific journals: 
* 


It is widely believed by the general 
public that a retrovirus called HIV 
causes the group of diseases called 
AIDS. Many biomedical scientists 
now question this hypothesis. We 
propose that a thorough reappraisal 
of the existing evidence for an 


against this hypothesis be 
conducted by a suitable 
independent group. We _ further 


propose that critical epidemiological 
studies be devised and undertaken. 
* 
Not a single reputable journal accepted 
this letter for publication. And so was 
born ‘The Group for the Scientific 
Reappraisal of the HIV/AIDS 
Hypothesis’, now consisting of over 100 
scientists and activists and _ writers 
around the world. 
When in May 1992, ABC- 
TV's Lateline informed Australia of this 
group's activities, it was ironic that its 
spokesperson, Dr Charles Thomas, 
appeared in voice only. The satellite 
link-up could not be made to Keystone 
studio because a door key had been 
lost. Dr Thomas, a member of the 
executive committee of The Group, is a 
molecular biologist and virologist who 
heads the Helicon Foundation at San 
Diego, California. he is also a former 
professor at Harvard and Johns Hopkins 
universities. 
In an_ interview with the editors 
of Heterodoxy, Dr Thomas claimed that 
the anti-AIDS drug, AZT, actually causes 
AIDS because "DNA synthesis and cell 
division are essential to mount an 
immune response. AZT kills replicating 
cells. AZT in a sense can be a cause of 
AIDS diseases. The patient loses hair 
and the proliferating intestinal epithelia 
are destroyed." 
As early as March 1987, AZT was 
approved by both US and Australian 
health authorities as an effective anti- 
AIDS drug. As there are over 20 
illnesses covered by the acronym AIDS, 
it is understandable that AZT was hailed 
as a major break-through in treating 
AIDS sufferers. 
To this claim that AZT kills HIV, Dr 
Thomas says: "AZT kills any bit of DNA 


that tries to replicate. it is a crazy way 
to try to kill the HIV virus ... Besides, 
where is the evidence that the 
incorporated virus is doing any harm at 
all? Yet Burroughs-Wellcome's figures 
[the manufacturers of AZT] indicate that 
200,000 people world-wide receive AZT 
every day at a cost of US$2300 [per 
person per years]". 
Popular press reports continue to refer 
to HIV as the AIDS-causing virus, 
despite the well-known fact that there 
are AIDS-sufferers with no HIV in their 
bodies. 

INFECTION 
Proponents of anal sex remain silent 
about the fact that semen in the rectum, 
often accompanied by tissue tearing, is 
an ideal breeding ground for infections. 
Therefore a person whose body already 
suffers from drug toxicity will have 
difficulty fighting additional infections 
within the anal passage. The normal 
immune system begins to suffer from 
overload leading to its total shut-down. 
Dr Peter Duesberg, Professor of 
Molecular Biology, University of 
California, is a member of the National 
Academy of Science and an executive, 
member of The Group. He has been 
questioning the validity of the HIV-AIDS 
hypothesis since early 1987. Duesberg 
finds it "surprising that AIDS 
epidemiologists prefer the ‘enigmatic 
mechanism of HIV pathogenesis to 
AIDS' over the straightforward chemical 
drug toxicity". He claims that "the 10 
years of recreational drug use that is 
necessary to cause AIDS is a rational 
explanation for what is claimed to be the 
10 year latent period of HIV by the 
proponents of the HIV-AIDS 
hypothesis". 
Duesberg has been severely criticised 
for holding the drugs-AIDS hypothesis. 
The ‘true believers' see Duesberg as a 
dangerous man _ whose views’ are 
undermining the safe-sex and clean 
needles campaigns. 
In a recent issue’ of Nature there 
appears an article by Michael Ascher, et 
al., which specifically refutes Duesberg's 
claims about recreational use of drugs 
causing AIDS. Although the article 
mentions Duesberg by name 19 
times, Nature has to date refused to 
give him right of reply. Worse still, its 
editorial of May 13, written by its editor 
Sir John Maddox, is titled 'Has Duesberg 
the right of reply?" The editorial then 
goes on to justify its censorship of 
Duesberg's view. Here are the first two 
paragraphs of Duesberg's response 


which Nature refuses to publish: 
* 


Asher, et al., challenge my 
hypothesis that injected and orally 
consumed recreational drugs and 


AZT cause AIDS. Based on a one- 
time enquiry about the use of 
marijuana, nitrate inhalants, 
cocaine and amphetamines 'for the 
24 month period before entry into 
the study’ of mostly homosexual 
men from San Francisco, they claim 
the incidence of AIDS diseases over 
8 years is independent of drugs. 
However, their study is worthless 
for a scientific appraisal of the drug- 
AIDS hypothesis, because it fails i) 
to study the AIDS risk of HIV- 
positive, drug-free controls; ii) to 
quantify recreational drug use; iii) 
to observe drug use long enough to 
detect toxicity; and iv) to report AZT 
use altogether. 
* 
It seems that Duesberg's claims deserve 
airing. I view such censorship of 
scientific debate with trepidation. But 
then ‘politically correct’ forces aiming to 
stifle open debate on numerous topics 
are alive and well. 
Soon light will be shed on the truth 
content of the ‘politically incorrect’ 
Duesberg drug-AIDS hypothesis. In 
England, a woman is suing the British 
manufacturer of AZT in the belief that 
the drug killed her haemophiliac 
husband. 
How sad, though, for the scientific 
ideal of open enquiry, when the 
legal system has to make scientific 
decisions. 
*KK 
Fredrick Toben Comments 
28 February 2007: 
Amazingly, Dr Peter Duesberg was not 
called as a witness. He could have 
assisted the imprisoned Andre Parenzee 
with the argument that HIV is not the 
only factor influencing the development 
of AIDS. According to his mother, Andre 
Parenzee has been off AZT for a year 
and is feeling much better, much like US 
basketball star Magic Johnson who 
cracked the code when he went off AZT 
and recovered - leading to AIDs 
proponents concluding that HIV is so 
cleaver that it wards off any attack by 
changing its substantive nature. This 
caused the admission by HIV believers 
that a person may have HIV and be 
quite fine - without treatment! Parenzee 
also refused to have a blood test and, 
according to David Brockschmidt, public 
court records of the day did not list the 
matter for a hearing. Something does 
not quite add up here - but we are not 
able to follow this any further because of 
our own matter in the Federal Court of 
Australia. 
http: //www.adelaideinstitute.org/n 


ewsletters/n320.htm 
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